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p- 115) into the law as to the construction of covenants or pro- 
visoes for “punctual payment” of interest. The Oourt of 
Appeal has now, as reported elsewhere, unanimously reversed 
that decision. The result is that when a mortgagor (or pre- 
sumably any other person) has a privilege secured to him on 
condition of “‘ punctual ee ” of interest due upon a certain 
day, he must, to entitle himself to claim that privilege, pay the 
money on the very day when it becomes due, and that he is not 
punctual if he comes to pay s reasonable time after. This con- 
clusion seems to be consistent both with common sense and with 
general convenience. It is difficult to dissent from the remarks 
of the Master of the Rolls that the words punctual payment 
‘‘ cannot mean anything else ” than payment on the due date, and 
that the mortgagor has only himself to blame if he suffers loss 
through his delay. The only case in point, Hicks vy. Gardiner 
(1 Jur. 541), is an authority for the view now adopted by the 
Court of Appeal; and the usual form of proviso, which ex- 
pressly contemplates payment within a specified number of days 
after the due date, points in the same iiedien. It would be 
@ surprise to business men to be told that, after they had 
pn | for punctual payment of a sum of money, they were 
at liberty to bring it within any number of days after the due 
date which a judge might happen to think reasonable. 





Wuartever may be the result of the verdict of the coroner’s 
jury in the case of the Cripplegate fire, there can be no doubt 
that the holding of the inquiry was imperatively necessary, and 
it is certainly an anomaly that the statute under which the 
inquiry was held should be confined in its operation to the City 
of London. Anciently it has been supposed that the duties of 
a coroner included inquiry into fires, and, indeed, into felonies 
generally (see Mirror of Justice, ed. 1642, pp. 45, 100), but 
neither Coxe nor Hatz recognize any such jurisdiction (4 Inst. 
271, Hale P. C., ii., 57), and according to them the coroner 
could inquire of ‘‘no felony but of the death of man, and that 
super visum corporis.” In spite of these opinions, however, it 
was intimated in Hawkins’ Pleas of the Crown (II., 83, ed. 
1824) that the old jurisdiction was still exerciseable, and though 
it had long fallen into desuetude, it was revived in the middle 
of the present century, and inquiries into the origin of fires at 
which there had been no loss of life were held in London, Lin- 
coln, Doncaster, and some other places. At length objection 
was taken by the owner of premises in Manchester, upon which 
a fire had occurred, to the holding of the inquest ; and, in Reg, 
v. Herford (29 L. J. Q. B, 249), it was held that the non-user of 
the jurisdiction for many hundred years was strong evidence 
that it never existed, while, even if it did anciently exist, it 

‘could not after such non-user be revived without the authority 
of Parliament. 





So rar as the country generally is concerned, the result of 
Reg. v. Herford has been confirmed by the Coroners Act, 1887, 
which, by section 44, provides that a coroner shall not hold 
inquests of felonies except felonies on inquisitions of death. 
The authorities of the City of London, however, saw the ad- 
vantages which would accrue from investing a public officer with 
the power of holding a judicial inquiry into the cause of fires, 
and by the City of London Fire Inquests Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. xxxviii.), it was enacted that in case of loss or injury by 
fire within the City of London and the liberties thereof situate 
in the county of Middlesex, it should be the duty of the coroner 
to consider any oe made to him under the Act by the Com- 
missioner of City Police or the Chief Officer of the Metropolitan 
Fire Brigade, and to hold an inquest if either the Lord Mayor 
or the Lord Chief Justice or a Secretary of State should so 
order, or the coroner should be of opinion that proper cause for 
such an inquiry existed. Upon pale an inquest the coroner has 
the same powers as when holding an inquest upon death, and, 
if the jury find that there is a case of arson against known per- 
sons, their verdict has the effect of an indictment. In the case 
of the Cripplegate fire the verdict lacks this result, inasmuch as 
the finding is that the premises where the fire originated were 
“wilfully fired by some person or persons unknown,” but it is 
unlikely that the proceedings will end here, and, even if they 

‘should, the inquiry into the efficiency of the fire brigade has 





been in itself of ¢ im ce. Obviously the power of 
holding similar inquiries should exist throughout the country. 





Tue Provistonat Land Transfer Rules, 1897, which we pub- 
lished in our issue of the 1st of January, lead us to hope for a 
serviceable code of rules when the old rules of 1875 and 1889 
are superseded. We have not hitherto been backward in con- 
demning the provisions of the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 
1897, as impracticable and mischievous; it is therefore a relief 
to us that we are able to regard the new rules with so much 
comparative satisfaction. The Advisory Committee appoiated 
under section 22 of the Act of 1897 have, during their short 

eriod of service, we venture to think, already more than 
justified their existence. The principle underlying the Acts is 
to disregard the reasonable wishes of landowners for the sake 
of securing a rigid system of transfer; the new rules, on the 
other hand (see ¢.g., rule 41), recognize that a certain amount of 
flexibility is essential. A most arduous task, however, still lies 
before the committee. They may do much to simplify and define 
the practice at the Land Registry, but nothing short of a power 
to override the express provisions of the Acts could enable 
them to constitute a scheme of registration in respect of which 
it could not be reasonably predicted that a general muddle 
would ensue upon its application. The new rules being merely 
provisional, it may be somewhat premature to attempt any 
criticism. But we may suggest that no instrument is ever 
registered (see rule 28); nor do the rules (see rule 2) appear to 
get over the difficulty involved by reason of the loose definitions 
contained in section 6 (10) of the Act of 1897. Inasmuch as 
many of the difficulties arising on the Acts are at present le!t 
unprovided for (for instance, as to whether a mortgagee by de- 
posit of the certificate is safe in making further advances without 
making a new search for cautions), we apprehend that the order 
putting in force the compulsory provisions will not be allowed 
to take effect until the full code of rules has been issued. 
Possibly objection may be taken to the regulation (see rule 38) 
under which the registrar is to enter on the register notice of 
a mortgage by deposit of the certificate. It is, we have reason 
to believe, a very common practice for bankers in Yorkshire, at 
the instance of their clients, not to register a memorandum of 
their charge in the local deeds registry, on account of the 
publicity incidental thereto. So long, however, as the secrecy 
of the Land Registry registers is hedged in by proper precau- 
tions, this objection would appear to have little substance in it, 
though care should be taken that when the entry is cancelled 
the cancellation should not appear on the register, as land- 
owners often do not wish their successors to know that they 
effected even a temporary loan. To conclude, we may a 
fully wish the Advisory Hee I every success in their efforts 
to modify and explain the haphazard and obscure legislation 
effected by the Acts. 





NorwitustanDinG the very extensive discretionary tet 
given to the Education Department by the Voluntary Schools 
Act, 1897, the Department has deemed it necessary to consult 
the law officers of the Crown upon tae question whether a debt, 
in respect of the annual maintenance of a school, contracted 
before the passing of the Act, on the 18th April, 1897, can be 
defrayed out of the “aid grant” directed by the Act to be 
annually paid out of moneys provided by Parliament. The 
answer of the law officers in the negative, together with the 
reasons for it, which has been sent round in an official 
circular to the associations representing 14,000 voluntary schools 
in England and Wales, has created some disappointment, and a 
correspondent of the Zimes has boldly questioned the correctness, 
in point of law, of the opinion. The question raised is as diffi- 
cult as it is serious. The words of sub-section 2 of section | of 
the Act are that “the aid grant shall be distributed by the 
Education Department to such voluntary schools and in such 
manner and amounts as the Department thinks best for 
the purpose of helping necessitous” (there is no definition 
of ‘‘necessitous”) ‘‘schools, and increasing their efficiency, 
due regard being had to the maintenance of voluntary 
subscriptions”; and it is added in sub-section 7 that ‘‘the 
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decision of the Education Department upon any question relating 
to the distribution or allotment of the aid pn shall be final. 


The effect of Scgprorge — — to ay ae it was a pure a 
of ce on the part of the ucation Department to e 
pinion of the law officers. On many points the action of the 
Department may be questioned before the courts of law, but 
this is not one of them. The words of sub-section 7 are too 
strong to be got over, and the action of the De ent in 
administering the aid grant cannot be questioned by certiorari 
or otherwise. Rightly or wrongly, Parliament has clothed the 
Department with absolute power of distribution am volun- 
tary schools. But is the opinion right or wrong? The reason 

iven for it is that a payment for the purpose of extinguishing 
a debt ‘‘ would not be for the purpose of helping the school or 
increasing its efficiency, but for the purpose of relieving the 
individuals who had maintained the school in the past.” If 
the debt is not in reality chargeable to the school fund, 
but only to individual managers who have advanced its 
amount to the school fund, so that by paying it out of the aid 


t the school fund will not gain pro tanto, this reason | this 


seems to be quite sound. But in the course of the administra- 
tion of a voluntary school, as ordinarily conducted, the assets 
for the financial year ending in March, 1898, would no doubt 
be diminished by the sum required for payment of the debt, 
and to pay the debt out of the aid grant would, it appears to 
us, be to ‘‘help” the school within the meaning of the Act. 
It is, we think, somewhat unfortunate that the opinion of a 
court of law cannot, by virtue of the —— terms of the 
7th sub-section, to which we have referred, be taken upon this 
question. 





Tne provistons of section 116 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
distinguishing between actions founded upon tort and upon con- 
tract continue to be a source of litigation, and an important 
decision upon this distinction was given in the recent case of 
Turner v. Stallibrass (46 W. R. 81). Tf an action founded on 
contract is brought in the High Court, and the plaintiff recovers 
less than £20, he gets no costs, and if he recovers £20 and up- 
wards, but less than £50, he gets costs only on the county court 
scale. If, however, the action is founded on tort, the corres- 
ponding limits are £10 and £20. The section seems to assume 
that actions of contract and tort are readily distinguishable, but 
although in general it is perfectly easy to say in which category 
an action falls, there is a considerable area of debateable 
ground, and a controversy which puzzled pleaders in the old 
days when forms of action existed, has, by the wisdom of the 
Legislature, been kept alive for the benefit of the present genera- 
tion of lawyers. The difficulty chiefly arises when a contract 
exists between the parties, and in the course of the execution of 
the contract damage has been caused which primd facie would be a 
subject for compensation even apart from the contract. In Fleming 
v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. (27 W. R. 481, 
4Q. B. D. 81) it was considered that any such injury arose out 
of the contract, and hence an action against a railway for 
negligently carrying goods was held to be an action founded on 
contract, but in Zaylor v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway Co. (48 W.R. 120; 1895, 1 Q. B. 134) that principle 
seems to have been set aside. A distinction was now taken 
between acts of omission or nonfeasance and acts of misfeasance, 
and it was considered that acts of the latter class would give 
rise to a cause of action age ate oe an action 
against a railway company for personal injury to a passen 
was deemed tobe of t re diy the inj was Caused by 
& porter negli y shuttin © carriage door. er 
words, the ‘eee Wee not codebel by the contract to carry 
safely. Subsequently, however, in Kelly v. Metropolitan 
Co. (43 W. R. 497; 1895, 1 Q. B. 944), it was seen that the 
distinction missed the real point, and it was held that the test 
of tort was whether the eon a on anal tema 
was imposed him ind ently o i ; 
Thus an action for personal injury caused by the negligence of 
& railway company was held to be an action of tort without 
regard to the exact nature of the conduct, whether nonfeasance 
or misfeasance, to which the injury was due. The latest case— 
Turner vy. Stallibrass—has arisen in connection with a contract of 
agistment. The plaintiff delivered a horse to the defendants to 


be agisted, and the horse was through the defendants 
negligently putting it into a field where there was a barbed wire 
fence. It has been held 


froza the contract of agistment, there was aD, 
imposed on the defendants by the bailment to take reasona 
care of the horse; and the of this duty gave rise to an 
action of tort, so that the tiff, who had recovered £30, was 
pray a hh ty Deg Court scale. But it will be 
open to doubt in future cases what duties from the bail- 
ment and what from the contract, and a 80 as 
the one in questi Se ee ee the 
test upon a matter of , 
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wers of the real representative with respect to 

under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, which wé 6 
brevity refer to as “‘the Act.” 








180 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 





--— 





mentioned, it seems that the real representative, after probate 
or administration (see rule as to probate, ante, p. 162) has been 
taken out, has the following powers : bot 

(1) A power to sell or mortgage for the purposes of adminis- 
tration, in aid of the personal estate, to the like extent as money 
could be raised by the sale of real estate in an administration 
action before the Act. 

(2) A power to assent to a devise or otherwise give effect to 
the rights of persons beneficially entitled by conveyance. 

(3) The like general powers of management, composition of 
debts, and other powers with respect to real estate and the rents 
and profits thereof, as a legal personal representative has with 
respect to chattels real. 

‘o these should be added : 

(4) The power of appropriation conferred by section 4 of the 
Act, and the following powers which, though they seem to be 
conferred by the Act, should not, it is conceived, be exercised 
by a prudent executor or administrator until the Act has been 
judicially interpreted, namely : 

(5) A power to lease, subject to the question whether a lease 
is the best method of administering the assets. 

(6) A power to sell or mortgage land not specifically devised 
for the payment of legacies. 

The power of sale.—The power to sell or mortgage is paramount 
to the title of all persons claiming beneficially under the will or 
on the intestacy of the deceased, and a purchaser or mortgagee 
in good faith is nct bound to inquire as to the necessity of a sale 
or mortgage; but as between the real representative and his 
beneficiaries, he must exercise his powors with due regard to 
their rights. 

Estate duty—A purchaser of unregistered land from the real 
representative takes subject to estate duty, and will require a 
certificate of its payment to be produced. The question of 
estate duty raises some difficulty. Probably the real represen- 
tative stands in the same position as regards payment of death 
duties as an executor does in the case of chattels real before the 
passing of the Act. There seems, however, to be some doubt 
whether the real representative may pay the proportion of 
estate duty which is a charge on the real estate, inasmuch as 
the Finance Act, 1894, s. 6 (2), in terms only enables an executor 
or administrator to pay it in respect of property which, by virtue 
of any testamentary disposiiion of the deceased, is under his 
control, or in respect of property not under his control, if the 
persons accountable for the duty request him to pay it. Now, 
the land is under the control of the real representative, but it is 
so notwithstanding any testamentary disposition, so that the 
provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, scarcely seem applicaable. 

Real representative a trustee—Subject to his powers and 
obligations, the real representative is made a trustee for the 
persons beneficially interested (section 2(1)). This provision 
probably preserves the rights of all persons who would be 
interested in the real estate if the Act had not passed. It may, 
perhaps, be doubted, however, whether one effect of making 
the real representative a trustee is that on the death of a sole 
surviving executor intestate, the legal estate passes to his 
administrator or vests in the heir of the original testator, 
subject to be divested on the appointment of an administrator de 
bonts non or on obtaining a vesting order. 

Assent toa devise.—The real representative will have a year 
before he can be compelled to assent toa devise, but the assent, 
when given, will relate back to the death of the testator, so that 
the devisee will be entitled to the rents and profits (if any) as 
from the death : Goodeve’s Personal Property, 2nd ed., p. 394 ; 
Waa. Exors., 9th ed., p. 1232. 

Assent should be in writing.—An assent to a dévise may be 
verbal or implied (section 3 (1) ) except, it is conceived, where 
the devise is in terms residuary. An assent should in practice, 
however, be in writing, whether the devise is specific or 
residuary, as a purchaser from the devisee must have evidence 
in writing of the assent to complete his title. An assent can 
only be given to a devise ; a conveyance will be required in all 
other cases. 

Assent where real representative is beneficially entitled.—An 
assent will be necessary even where the real representative is 
himself beneficially entitle] : Wms. Exors., 9th ed., p. 1233. 

Doubt as to heirship.—In the case of intestacy where there is 


responsibility in case he conveys to the wrong person. 
case of small sales, therefore, a condition making his conveyance 
conclusive proof of heirship will be useful, and will not, itig 
conceived, be deterrent. 

Will of real estate must be proved.—The title of a devisee will 
now depend to a great extent on the probate, for although aa 
executor may assent to a devise before probate, nevertheless the 
right to give the assent must be evidenced by the probate, 
hence a purchaser from a devisee will in all cases insist on 
probate being taken out, if it has not already been done. 

The power of appropriation.—The power of appropriation con- 
ferred by section 4 (1) of the Act is not applicable in the case of 
intestacy. The section provides that notice of an intended 
appropriation is to be given toall persons interested in the 
residuary estate before the appropriation is effectual. This 
would seem, in the case of unregistered land, to make the notice 
part of the title to the land appropriated. Moreover, the pro- 
vision as to notice seems to render the section worse than 
useless, inasmuch as there is no method for serving the notice 
on persons not sui juris, or who are not in esse or ascertained. 
Before the Act an executor had power to appropriate with the 
consent of the person entitled to the legacy or ‘‘ share’’: see Re 
Lepine (1892, 1 Oh. 210). It may now be questioned whether 
the section has not rendered notice necessary in all cases of 
appropriation in respect of a legacy or share, thus fettering the 
executor’s original power, and in some cases rendering it im+ 
possible for him to exercise it. The power may, however, be of 
some service where the legatee is an infaut or lunatic and the 
other beneficiaries are all sui juris. 

Right of appeal against an appropriation.—The Act gives the 
residuary devisees a right of appeal within the prescribed time 
against a valuation and appropriation by the real representative: 
section 4 (1). This will enable any unfair valuation to be con- 
tested. No time within which the appeal is to be made has, as 
yet, been prescribed. 











| THE LIABILITY OF TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE- 
HOLDERS. 


Tue decision of the House of Lords in Gosling v. Gaskell (1897, 
A. ©. 575) is of great importance to trustees for debenture- 
holders, inasmuch as it saves them from the personal liability 
with which, in certain not uncommon events, they were 
threatened by the judgments of Lord Russzxt, O.J., and the 
majority of the Court of Appeal. It is now settled that where, 
under the debenture trust deed, the trustees are empowered to 
appoint a receiver who shall be the agent of the company, the 
receiver is not turned into the agent of the trustees by virtue of 
special provisions in the instrument of appointment designed to 
keep a check upon him in respect of moneys received and paid 
by him; nor does he become the agent of the trustees upon the 
winding up of the company. Although, therefore, the receiver 
carries on , tae Pan and incurs liabilities, these are not liabilities 
which attach personally upon the trustees as his principals. 
The circumstances which have given rise to this decision are 
as follows: Poole & White (Limited) borrowed the sum of 
£11,000 upon three series of debentures—£7,000 upon the first 
issue, £3,000 upon the second, and £1,000 upon the third. The 
second series were charged upon the whole assets of the com- 
pany, and were secured by a trust deed dated the 18th of May, 
1892, of which two members of the banking firm of Goslings & 
8 were trustees. By this deed certain powers were con- 
f upon the trustees in the event of the security becoming 
pie sea and, even though it had not become enforceable, 
the trustees were authorized, upon certifying that in their 
opinion the security was endangered, to appoint a receiver who 
was to enter into possession of the mortgaged assets and to 
carry on the business of the ree gl It was expressly pro- 
vided that any person so appointed was to be the t of the 
company, who alone were to be liable for his acts and defaults. 
In July, 1892, the trustees certified that the security was en- 
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any doubt as to the heirship, the real representative should ~ 
refuse to convey, except pursuant to an order obtained under ~ 
section 3, sub-section 2, of the Act. 

Small sales.—The Act does not relieve an administrator from 
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dangered, and appointed Kztiy receiver. The instrument 
of appointment contained provisions which were not in 
the trust deed, to the effect that the receiver should open 
an account at the trustees’ bank into which all moneys re- 
eeived were to be forthwith paid, and that both receipts 
and cheques should be countersigned by a specified — 
The company accepted the a. grees by putting ¥ 
into possession of its assets and transferring to him the con- 
duct of its business, and from that time till February, 1895, 
he carried on the business as the “receiver of Poole & White 
(Limited).” In September, 1892, a winding-up petition was 
presented, and in the course of the same month an order was 
made, but neither the liquidator nor the first debenture-holders 
interfered with Kztiy’s management of the business, and he 
continued to carry it on without any variation save that after 
September, 1893, the provision for the counter-signature of 
receipts and cheques was not insisted upon. Between ber, 
1893, and January, 1895, goods were supplied to Ketry in his 
capacity of receiver by Gasxext and another, and the action of 
Gaskell v. Gosling was brought against the trustees of the second 
debenture trust deed to recover £488, the balance of the price 
of the goods. It was held by Lord Russet, O.J., that, in 
respect of the business carried on by Ketty after the winding 
up, he was the agent of the trustees. Hence, since all the 
goods in question were supplied after that date, they were liable 
to pay the plaintiffs’ ania, and judgment was given 
accordingly. 

In the Court of Appeal this result was affirmed by a majority 
ion Esuer, M.R., and Lorzs, L.J.), though an elaborate 

isseutient judgment, which has practically m adopted by 
the House of Lords, was delivered by Riasy, L.J. In the 
opinion of Lord Esner the restraint upon the receiver with 
respect to receipts and cheques deprived him of the freedom in 
respect of the business of the company which was contemplated 
by the trust deed, with the result that he was not in fact a 
receiver under the deed, and so the trustees were not entitled 
to the benefit of the provision that he was to be the agent of 
thecompany. This point, however, was not, in fact, necessary 
for the decision, both Lord Esuer and Lord Justice Lorzs being 
of opinion that, whatever was Ketty’s position before the 
winding up, yet afterwards, since the company was precluded 
from carrying on business, he ceased to be agent for the com- 
pany and became agent for the trustees. 

To some extent, doubtless, this result was founded upon the 
special circumstances of the case. The trustees were cognizant 
of the winding up and of Ketxy’s continuance as yy of 
the business, and the banking arrangements indicated a direct 
approval of such continuance. But these or similar circum- 
stances are by no means uncommon, and in any case where a 
winding up supervenes upon the appointment of a receiver and 
manager of a business by trustees for the debenture-holders, it 
is oe that there would be enough to fix the trustees with 
liability for debts contracted after the winding up if the decision 
of the Lord Chief Justice and of the majority of the Court of 
Appeal had been correct. Thus trustees would have been 
placed in a more onerous position than they contemplated when 
undertaking the duties of the office, and to a large extent they 
would have been deprived of the benefit of the settled practice 
that a mortgagee, in appointing a receiver, appoints 
agent of the mortgagor, and himself incurs no liability in conse- 
quence of the appointment. Such a result, however, has been 
averted by the decision of the House of Lords. The two points 
upon which the judgment of Lord Esner was based are both 
held to be unsound. The provisions with respect to the counter- 
signing of receipts and cheques were not intended, in the words 
of Lord Herscuett, ‘‘ to reserve to the trustees any control over 
the management of the business, but only to act as a check to 
prevent any improper use by the receiver of the moneys of the 
company and to insure that they should be properly applied.” 
While, even if these provisions went beyond the powers con- 
ferred upon the trustees by the trust deed, so as to entitle the 
company to object to the agpenenet, yet no such objection was 
taken. The provisions, indeed, were as much for the benefit of 
the ey as of the debenture-holders, and, notwithstanding 
the inclusion of the special provisions in the instrument of 


the company. Moreover, rig 9 after the winding up the 
company could no longer be principal in the 
entered into by Ketty, yet it did not thereby follow that the 
trustees forthwith became his principals. He was appointed by 
them e gon Fe the f that they were not to be his 
principals, and the House of declined to allow that th 
must necessarily step into a position which the company co 
no longer fill. ‘It is apparently assumed,” said Lord Hats- 
Bury, O., ‘“‘that immediately on the winding-up order Mr. 
Kztty, who, it is assumed, had been up to that time the agent 
for the company (as indeed he was so described, and as ta 
tomas of Gis SaaS et Oak See oe suddenly 
became the agent of the trustees. That no new authority was 
in fact given to Mr. Ketty is admitted, but why the making 
of the order to wind up the company should y convert 
Mr. Kztuy, who was there as the agent of the — into 
the agent of the trustees is a problem that I have not able 
to solve,” 

Of course no express authority from the trustees to Kariy 
would have been necessary in order to convert him into their 

nt had it been possible to shew that under the circumstances 
of the case he was ing on the business under an implied 
authority, but this could only be done by adopting a line of 
argument which since Cor v. Hickman (8 H. L. O, 268) has 
been untenable. Formerly it would have been possible to urge 
that Kziiy was carrying on the business for the benefit of 
trustees, and that consequently the business was theirs, and 
they were subject to its liabilities. But under the similar 
circumstances of Cox v. Hickman, where a business was being 
carried on under the provisions of a trust deed by which the 
profits were to be applied, first in payment of creditors, and 
then the assets were to be re-transf to the company, it was 
held that the business was not carried on on of the 
creditors so as to im upon them the liability of partners, 
The test of liability, it was pointed out, was not whether 
the creditors were entitled to participate in profits, 
but whether the business was carried on by persons 
acting on their behalf, and this test was not satisfied 
by the fact that the creditors were to benefit by the business, 
‘The mere concurrence,” said Lord Cranworrs, “of creditors 
in an arrangement under which they permit their debtor, or 
trustees for their debtor, to continue his trade, applying the 
profits in discharge of their demands, does not e them 
partners with their debtor or the trustees. The debtor is still 
the person solely interested in the profits, save only that he has 
m them to his creditors. He receives the benefit of 
the profits as they accrue, though he has precluded himself from 
applying them to any other purpose than the discharge of his 
debts. The trade is not carried on by or on account of the 
creditors ; though their consent is necessary in such a case, for 
without it all the property might be seized by them in execution. 
But the trade still remains the trade of the debtor or his 
trustees; the debter or his trustees are the persons b or on 
behalf of whom it is carried on.” This ple is further 
illustrated by the judgment of the Privy Council in Mollwo, 
March, & Co. v. The Court of Wards (L. R. 4 P. O, 419), and it 
conclusively shews that in such a case as Gosling v. Gaskell the 
mere right of the debenture trustees as creditors to participate 


as | in the profits of the business does not make them the 


of _ person by whom it is thority. for re 
neither an express nor an im au’ Katty to carry 
on the business on behalf e trustees for the debenture- 
holders, no liability for the debts contracted by him attached 
upon the trustees, and the decision of the Oourt of Appeal was 
reversed. A different result would have made the position of 
debenture trustees one of much difficulty. As the law now 
stands, they can safely rely upon the usual provision that a 
receiver appointed by them be the agent of the company 
without the necessity of at once stopping the business in the 
event of the company being wound up. 
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REVIEWS. 
THE NEW ABRIDGMENT. 


ENCYCLOPAEDIA OF THE LAWS OF ENGLAND: BEING A NEW ABRIDG- 
MENT BY THE MOST EMINENT LEGAL AvTuHoRITIEZEs. Under the 
General Editorship of A. Woop Renton, M.A., LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. VoL. f .: Counry Districr To EMPLOYERS AND 
Worxmen. London: Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Edinburgh : 
Wm. Green & Sons. 


The present volume of the New Abridgment shews no falling off 
in the care with which the articles are p: Some of them, 
indeed, are admirable specimens of the manner in which the essence 

the law and the authorities upon a complicated and difficult 
bject can be given within a comparatively smelt compass. Among 
more important articles are those by Mr, Foa on Covenants in 
Leases and on Distress; by Mr. D. M. Kerby on Custom; by Mr. 
Blake Odgers, Q.C., on Damages; by Mr. Frank Evans on Deben- 
tures ; by Mr. T. Cyprian Williams on Deeds; and by Mr. Justice 
Phillimore and Mr. G, G. Phillimore on Demurrage. The subject of 
Easements is shortly treated by Mr. J. L. Goddard, and the | paged 
with reference to the summons for directions is very well brought up to 
date by an article by Mr. F. A. Stringer. ‘‘Employers and Workmen” 
looks like a promising title, but it is dismissed in a page, the subject 
pega J really scattered among a number of separate articles, references 
to which are given. It is curious that the subject of covenants in 
general, as distinguished from covenants in leases, should not be ac- 
corded the honour of a separate title, and there does not seem to be 
any reference, except per at p. 25 in the course of the article on 
Covenants in Leases, to guide the reader to a statement of the law of 
covenants os | with the land. The half-page on Egypt, to which 
attention is as one of the principal articles, is disappointing, 
and the New Abridgment need hardly have prefaced this meagre in- 
formation with the remark that Egypt is ‘‘a country at the north- 
eastern extremity of Africa.” The subject, if it was to be intro- 
duced at all, deserved better treatment. 

There is an interesting note by Mr. C. Fisk Beach, jun., of the 
New York har, on Eminent Domain, a phrase well known in American 
Jaw, although hardly acclimatized with us; and the article on Death 
Duties, by Mr. W. F. Craies, with its clearly-arranged account of the 
various duties now payable, will be found useful. 


Eze 





STATUTE LAW. 


Paverson’s PracticAL STATUTES. THE PRAcTICAL STATUTES OF 
THE SEssion 1897 (60 & 61 VicrortA). WirH INTRODUCTIONS, 
Notes, TABLES OF STATUTES REPEALED AND SUBJECTS ALTERED, 
Lists oF LOcAL AND PERSONAL AND PRIVATE ACTS, AND A Copious 
InpEx. Edited by James SuTHERLAND CorTTon, Barrister-at- 
Law. Horace Cox. 


The statutes of 1897 do not afford mach scope for editorial explana- 
tion and comment. The Session produced only two Acts of first 
importance—the Workmen’s Compensation Act and the Land 
Transfer Act. Mr. Cotton has prefaced the former with a full state- 
ment of the new principle which it introduces into the relation of 
employer ard wor , and has furnished references which will shew 
the changes it has effected in the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. 
Annotations have also been added to the Land Transfer Act and other 
Acta, such as the Weights and Measures (Metric System) Act and tke 
Infant Life Protection Act. The series gives the statutes in a very 
convenient form. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Ruling Cases. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by Ropar 
CamPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by other Members of 
the Bar. With American Notes by Invinc Browne. Vol. XIII. : 
Infant—lIneurance. Stevens & Sons (Limited), Price 25s, net. 


A Treatise on the Law Relating to Debentures and Debenture 
Stock issued by Trading and Public Companies and by Local 
Authorities, with Forms and Precedents. By PAUL FREDERICK 


Stuonson, M.A., Barrister-at Law. Effingham Wilson; Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 
' Hints to Young Valuers, A Practical Treatise on the Valuation of 


. By AntHony Ricnarp Craac, F.G.8. With Explana- 
tions of the Legal Principles involved. By JamEs RoperT VERNAM 
MARCHANT, M.A., Section 
(Limited). 

Precedents of General Requisitions on Title, with Eplanatory Notes 


and Observations. By Hzrpert A. Dicxins, Solicitor. 
Edition, Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 5s. 


-at-Law. The Land Agents’ Record 


Second 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} ¥ 


Sir,—If the selected area for the experimental trial of compulsory 
registration of title be limited to so much of the county of toed 
as lies within the geographical county of Middlesex, there will beng — 


necessity to increase the present s at the Land Registry, which 
has for some years performed also the duties of Registrar of Deeds 
for Middlesex. For whatever land is, as the result of sales, placed 
upon the register under the Land Transfer Acts will cease to be 

ject to the registration of deeds. Consequently, the work of the 
office will be lightened in exact proportion to the increase 
other, and, if registration of title prove a failure and be 

staff will simply resume their present duties and there will be no 
increased cost to bear. 

If the compulsory area be elsewhere, a new office will have to be 
provided and a new staff organized, and, in the event of failure, pro- 
vision will have to be made for these elsewhere. 

This is one of the many arguments which have led me to advocate 
the restricted area. 

The Act of 1897 (section 20, sub-section 10) contemplates the 
utilization of any existing land registry, and appears to point to 
Middlesex or Yorkshire as the area to be selected for experiment. 

10, Lincoln’s-inn, London, Jan. 7. BrenJ. G. Lake. 
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[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—Mr. Fortescue-Brickdale, the deputy registrar, in a letter 
that has appeared in the press, states that the ordnance survey 
will be ‘‘ used in registration under the Land Transfer Aet.” 
ordnance maps are uot admitted as evidence in our courts, I would 


= 
ae 


: 


Bs 


like to ask him what will be the value of a plan on a certificate ora ~ 


deed which has been copied from the ordnance map if the certificate 
or deed has to be produced in court ? 

It does not seem to be sufficiently known that the s of 
registration of title created by the English Acts is wholly different to 
the systems, whether compulsory or ——— in operation in our 
colonies or in any foreign country. iy ps ies ab i 
only an absolute title. As it was found to be practically impossible 
to register such a title in this country, provision is for 
registering a title either as (a) absolute, (b) qualified, (c) posses- 

. It is admitted that if registration of title is made compulsory 
in the county of London, purchasers will only apply for 
titles as being the cheapest and quickest obtainable. It is further 
admitted that possessory titles will have no present value, but it is 
suggested that in course of years they may grow into value. In the 
meantime the title will have to be investigated and deeds will have 
to be prepared under the present system. As resort will only be had 
to the registry after the 
should know what the additional costs are likely to be that hy we 
have to pay for the problematical benefit, which is the most is 
promised under the new Act. I enclose a table I have compiled, 
which gives the fees now payable on purchases between £75 and 
£1,000 and the additional amounts that will, at the least, be pers 
if registration is made compulsory. It will be noticed that the 
expenses will be increased some 30 per cent. To complete the 
coleietions I have estimated the solicitor’s additional remuneration at 
6s. per cent., the same amount as is to be charged for tn greeny 
fees. Anyone who has had any experience of the worry and delay of 
carrying technical matters through a Government department will 
admit that, in such cases as I am referring to, the solicitors 
remuneration will be but a purely nominal one if limited in accor- 
dance with my estimate. J. 8. RUBINSTEIN. 


The following 1s the table referred to by our correspondent : 

Table showing the charges at present payable on the purchase of 
freehold property from £75 to F000 and the additional amounts 
that will, at the least, be payable if registration of title is madé 


compulsory in London : 

Purchase Present Additional Total amount of Future 

Money. Charges.” + Charges. 
£ £ es d. £s. d. £ 8. a. 
76 37 6 ll 6 os 40 0 
100 510 0 14 6 ‘ 6 4 6 
200 6 00 1 6 6 7 ¢- 
300 610 0 118 6 8 8 6 
400 8 0 0 210 6 10 10 6 
500 10 0 O 3 2 6 13. 2 6 
600 12 0 0 314 6 15 14 6 
700 14 0 0 46 6 18 6 6 
800 16 0 0 418 6 2018 6 
900 18 0 0 5610 6 23 10 6 

1,000 20 0 0 6 2 6 2 2 6 
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—— 
* These charges are made up of the scale allowed under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, and the ad valorem stamp duty 
10s. per cent. 
Ebene changes.ane wande wp on follows : 9s, 02. the agule ofan. cnl- 
nance map, 6s. per cent. on the purchase-money for registration 
fees, and a like per centage, the estimated costs payable to the pur- 
chaser’s solicitor of and incident to the work of carrying through and 
completing the registration. 





TITLE OF ACTION IN WHICH THERE IS AN INFANT 
DEFENDANT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—I am at present acting in two Chancery actions, in both of 
which there is an infant defendant who has appeared by his 
ian ad litem. The first of these actions is in the Li 


at all. and Carpenter, the 


Fistrict Registry of the Chancery Division of the High Court of | oF for several Moreover, no at all was made 
Justice, and Mr. Registrar Lowndes in all proceedings subsequent to for it — metnees Tees a aor ween an the 
such appearance adopts the course of adding in the ppm Ng title | first = — A pa ong Ba | pl oe per ns oy no sign of 
of ~ coped me mame of the infant, the following words : “ By which they were usted atee, — the Aine Py mage 4 


The other case is in the Liverpool District of the Palatine Court, 
and Mr. Registrar Taylor has declined to allow such words to be 


added in the title after the name of the infant, on the ground that 
there is no jurisdiction to alter the heading, and also t it is un- 
necessary, a8 an infant must necessarily appear by a guardian ad 


litem. 

Which of these courses is correct? My experience would tend to 
show that that adopted by Mr. Registrar Lowndes was preferable, as 
for many reasons it is much better to have on the face of the order 
or judgment a statement who is the guardian ad litem for the infant, 
und that is tho oourse which I have always myself in all 
cases in which I have been , but I find 2 gan 80 
much nowadays that I should like to be quite sure is the more 
correct view. ARTHUR 

Liverpool, Jan. 12. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


LEEDS AND HANLEY THEATRE OF VARIETIES (LIM.) v. BROADBENT. 
No, 2. 11th Jan. 


Mortcace—ParixcipaAL Not TO BE CALLED 1N FoR Turez YRARS IF 
interest Parw “‘ Puncruatty’’—Payment wiTHIn ReasonaBts Time 
arrer Dug Darts, wHeTuze “ Puncrvan’’—Insuncrion To ResTRarv 
Satz ny Mortcacer. 

This was an ap from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported ante, p. 
115), who had pare an injunction to restrain the defendants from sell 
ing or advertising for eale certain premises comprised in an indenture of 
mortgege dated the 15th of February, 1897, and made between the plain- 
tiffs of the one part and the defendants of the other part. The 
contained a proviso that “ it is hereby agreed that payment of the - 
pel money hereby secured shall not be required by the ee any 
person claiming under them’’ within three years from the date of the 
mortgage ‘ if in the meantime every half-yearly payment of 
be punctualiy paid.”” The first half-yearly payment of interest fell due 
on the 15th of August, 1897, and the money was not then paid. On the 
16th the plaintiff Broadbent wrote to the secretary of the com: 
for immediate payment, and on the 17th the secretary 
would submit the matter to the next meeting of directors. 
Broadbent gave the secretary notice calling in ae a 
the 24th one Musgrave, a director of the com , sent the 
cheque for the interest. The defendants the cheque, 
to enforce their notice. In November, 1897, the plaintiff company 
a writ, claiming a declaration that the defendants were not entitled to 

uire payment of the principal moneys under the mortgage. The plain- 
company contended that ‘‘ punctual” payment meant —. payment 
on or within a reasonable time after the day named, and that if the true 
construction of the mortgage was not in accordance with their conten- 
tion the deed should be rectified. They moved for an injunction to 
testrain the sale threatened by the defendants. Kekewich, J., held that 

“punctual” meant at or within a reasonable time after the 

named, and granted the injunction. The defendants appealed. It was 

admitted that if a proper notice calling in the money been given it 
never been waived. 

Tus Court (Lixpiey, M.R., and Ricsy and Vavenan Wiiu1ams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Linney, M.R., eaid: Ido not think we need hear any reply in this 


F 


So merengey, Meds ct fring Gem tet eyo a 
B m felt so 

he did not even allude to it ; bat his junior has put i forward Bo far 

We can judge from the materials before us, I 


4 
EE 


The 
esx and Vavexan Wiis, L.JJ., delivered } 
effect.—Counsat, Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and 4. J. ; hates 8 
Q.C., and @. Church. Soxscrrors, $ Hobson, for Butterworth, i. 
$ Co., Swindon ; George B. W. Digby. 

(Reported by R. C. Macxexziz, Barrister-at-Law. } 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
the result Hilary Honour examinations, 
Middle Temple c= 14th, 16th ay pry 17th ult., the Council of 
Legal Education have made the awards : 


Hitary Honour Examination. 
To Andrew H. Withers, Lincoln’s-inn, a studentship of 100 a 
year, tenable for three years; and to Alfred E. W. Hazel, pre woe mky 
a of £50 for the best examination in Constitutional Law 


Hazel, 
Arthur Stiebel, Inner Temple; and 


Goodman, Gray’s-inn G Gray , 
Mr Tact Gould have obtslaed tee ceedeatelip Weed: he not been 


disqualified by age. 


Lixcoun’s-1nn.—Hardeo 
Mohammed Azim, Abdul 


Pass Czrriricatss. 


apres in 5D, det 


K. Lemon, George E. Leon, Dudley F. Nevill 
Patel, Jeshingbhai Bhaibabhai P. Pillai, William R. 
Southeard, Walter Strachan, Valentine F. Taubman-Goldie, and Mohanlal 


Jivanlal Vakil. 

Innze Tempie.—Joseph O. Andrews, Nalina Kanta 
A. Barnard, William T. , John H. Barron, Godfrey 
Ce a Acar Gag ay ge 

. . Day, e O. 

Downs, Samuel J. Forster, James T. Fox, Arthur G 
C. W. Grimshaw, 8. Hartnoll, Syed Hasan, Acheson F. Henderson, 
Frederick T. H. Henle, the Hon. nlbens 3S, Heelan Gerard R. Hill 
Shivalinga Chambasappa O. Jobling, Gilbert Jordan, Cari 
W. T. B. Juta, Robert C. Lane, Percy W, F. Le Breton, Ewen BR. Logan, 
Lascelles A. Lucas, John C. B. Luxmoore, Foster M. Mahon, Phiroze 
Behramji Malabari, Arthur G. Mathews, 
Morris, Harold 8. Morris, Nicholas P. A. M 
H. ~~ ay C. P. oy . 
Russell, Anthony A. Sanderson, James George H. V. 
land, G R_ Toller, and Rustum Dossabhoy Nusserwanjee Wadia. 
Pe no gh ee mo ey Cairne, r m B. Davies, 

, orms, WwW. L. m, Manilal Motichand Doshi, 
Charles H ‘Sheikh Ahmad’ Hussain, 


. Edwards, Matthew H. 8S. Josephs, 
Gwyn Morris, William H. Owen, Ernest W. Perkins, Deep Nampen 
aeons P. W. Ferry. 

¥’s-1nn.—Bijay Kisor 


Edwin Austin, Ali Akbar Husean- 
Louis J. Madelon, Daniel J. O’ Brien, and Mahatab Singh. 
number examined was 122, of whom 90 passed. Six candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the Trinity 





1898. . 
a Ee A Powell ’’ (Middle Temple) Prize was awarded to Frank D, 
Bird, Middle Temple. 
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The following passed in Constitutional Law and Legal History only : 
Lancotw’s-rnn.—Alfred L. Cohn, Shekoh Sahibzadah Mohamed Dara, 
pa wry | de Freitas, Sam 8. Kay, Alan C. Nesbitt, and Chaturbhai Bhai- 


Inner Tempte.—Edward G. Bear, Heury R. Bramley, Charles W. 
Cayzer, Edward H. Chapman, Ieaac R. Davies, Richard Feetham, John E. 
Godfrey, George W. Graham, Alfred A. Hildesheimer, William E. Hirst, 
Arthur G. Jamieson, Gerald E. Mills, James R. Mitchell, John J. O. 
Marphy, Jocelyn B. Pelham, Charles J. L. Rudd, E. Strangman, Henry 
O. K. Webber, and John Wilson. 

Mippiz Temris.—Shaikh Saiduddin Ahmed, Syud Aminuddin Ahmed 

hur, Patrick J. Blair, Samuel E. Bray, Valentine Browne, Wi A. 
F. Balfour Browne, Stephen O. Henn Collins, Sir John Keane, Vincent 
D. Knowles, Philip B. Morle, John Pollen, and Michael P. Walsh. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Surendra Nath Haldar, Ruttilal Brijlal Majmudar, Noel 
Middleton, Mehar Chand Pebra, Romes Chandra Sen, and Restamji Khar- 
shedji Tarachand. 

Of 62 examined 43 passed. Two candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Trinity examination, 1898 
igen following passed in Roman Law and Constitutional Law and Legal 


Lancoin’s-1nn.—Arthur H. Lemon and Jayavant Dinanath Madgavkar. 

Inner Tempie.—Francis Bradley-Birt, David Maclvor, Andrew J. 
M’Oulloch, and Frederick C. H. O. Sinclair. 

Mrppiz Teurpie.—James D. Pennington. 

- Gray’s-1nn.—Charles O. Blagden, Bernard Campion, Shadi Lal, Walter 
M. Thorburn, and Joseph A. Vaz. 

Of 29 examined 12 Two candidates were postponed until the 
Trinity examination, 1898, and one candidate until the Michaelmas 
examination, 1898. 

The following passed in Roman Law : 

Lrncoin’s-1nn.—Merwanji Rustanji Boyce, Everard W. Fichardt, Chen 
Ivan, Abdul Ghafar Pirzado, Walter W. Renshaw, and Muhammed 
Abdullah Shab. 

Inner ‘Tempiex.—Kington Baker, Arthur G. Blake, Frederick W. 
Brambeer, John E. Clauson, William J. Dalzell-Burnyeat, Robert B. 
—o John P. Foster, Richard B. Murphy, and Pestonjee Sorahjee 

‘atuck. 

Mippiz Teurie.—Henry 8, B. Buée, Sydney Davey, Thomas Fentem, 
Robert N. Green-Armytage, Joseph E. ey, Malcolm B. Milne, John 
A. Moore, Julius E. Pitcher, George C. Whiteley, Walter 8. Wilkinson, 
Frederick J. Willis, and Hugo Worthington. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Percy E. Barton, Edward H. Coumbe, Raghubar Dayal, 
Martin O’Connor, Peter H. Roberts, Charles I’. Rorke, Laxmidap Rowji 
Sapat, Harichand Nathubhai Shah, Carleton S. Smith, and Cullyanji 
Musanji Thacker. 

Of 58 examined 37 passed. Five candidates were postponed until the 
Trinity examination, 1898, and three candidates until the Michaelmas 
examination, 1898. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


. Law Sropents’ Desatine Society. — Jan. 11 — Chairman, Mr. C. 
Herbert-Smith.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That appointments to 
Judicial office should not be influenced by political considerations.” Mr. 
Neville Tebbutt opened in the affirmative; and Mr. William Wilde 
opened in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. 
G. H. Daniell, C. A. Cohen, J. 8. Wilkinson, C. A. Anderson, F. R. 
in tg A. Simon, and A. E. Clarke. The motion was carried by five 
votes, 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. J. E. Antuony, solicitor, of 19, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., and 
East Dulwich, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Anthony was admitted in 1891. 


Mesers. J. & C. Nusnrrt, solicitors, of Abergavenny, have be i 
Commiesioners to Administer Oaths. 8 y en appointed 


Mr. Macrory, Q.C., has been appointed Chairman of the Board of 
Examiners for the Admission of Students to the Inns of Court, in succes- 
sion to Sir Peter Edlin, Q C. 


Mr. Francis Joun Coutiyson, barrister, has been appointed Assistant- 
Judge of her Majesty’s Court for Zanzibar. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vutTioxs. 
Joun Coorzr, Joun Frepenick Coorzr, and Ronert Sons, solicitors 
(Cooper, Son, & Simmons), Henley-on-Thames and Caversham. Dec. 31. 


Cuantes Marsuart Dix and Wittiam Henry War.ow, solicitors (Dix 
& Warlow), 6, Old Jewry, London. Jan. 5. 

Epuunp Garratt Wirson and Hexry Artuur Pore Genes, solicitors 
(Wileon & Genge), Norfolk House, Victoria-embankment, London, and at 


Dec. 31. The late partners will in future practise separately 
the said Edmund Garratt Wilson at Epsom aforesaid, and the oat easy 
Arthur Pope Genge at Norfolk House aforeraid. 


Tuomas Bian co Wurre and Gituert Henny Warts, solicitors (White & 


White), Guildford. 
by the said Gilbert Henry White, the said Thomas Blanco White 
ing on such business at 59 and 60, Chancery-lane. (Gazette, Jan. 7, 


Avpuevs Henry Rozotuam, Marraew Arrwoop, and Witi1aM Biews 
Rosotuam, solicitors (Robotham, Attwood, & Robotham), Derby. So fax 
as regards the said Matthew Attwood, who retires from the firm; the said 
Alpheus Henry Robothamand William Blews Robotham will continug 
the said business under the style or firm of Robotham & Co. Jan. 1, 


Freperick Gzorcr and Stowers Wit11aM Jackson, solicitors, Stratford, 
and 15, New Broad-street, London. Dec. 31. The business will be 
henceforth carried on by the said Frederick George alone. 

[ Gazette, Jan. 11. 





GENERAL. 


Lord Justice A. L. Smith was unable to be present at the opening of 
the sittings owing to an attack of influenza. 


The Lord Chancellor will dine with the treasurer, Lord Davey, and the 
benchers of Lincoln’s-inn on the ‘‘Grand Day” of Hilary Term, on 
Tuesday next. 


The Albany Law Journal records the retirement of Chief Judge Charles 
Andrews, of the New York Court of Appeals, after a continuous service 
covering twenty-seven years. He had complet:d his term of office by 
reason of having reached the constitutional age limit of seventy years. 


Among those who wi.l be present at the dinner to be given by the 
North-Eastern Circuit to Mr. Justice Ridley at the Whitehall Rooms, on 
the 26th inst., are the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Speaker, Lord 
Justice Henn Collins, Mr. Justice Wright, Mr. Justice Bruce, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, and Mr. Justice Bigham. 


On the 7th inst. Mr. per iy Bp Smallman, solicitor, of 3 and 4, 
Queen-street, Cheapside, who filled the chair of the City Commission 
of Sewers for the last year of that ancient body’s existence, was, subject 
to the approval of the Court of Aldermen, elected an alderman of the City 
of London. Mr. Smallman, in returning thanks, said that, having practi. 
cally retired from business, he would be able to devote the whole of his 
time to the work of the aldermanic office. 


A Boston paper states that in the New York courts a motion has been 
made to set le the verdict of a jury on the ground that the plaintiff's 
lawyer winked ata juror while making his plea, and the juror winked 
back at him. The court allowed that this was a serious offence, but it 
appeared in the course of the evidence introduced on the subject that both 
the lawyer and the juror were afflicted with a facial trouble that involun- 
tarily caused the muscles of the face to twitch. ‘The court still has the 
sub‘ect under consideration. 


An odd case, says the Globe, is reported from Lille. A chemist, named 
ph san who weighs 340lb., recently bought a third-class ticket for a 
railway journey, but found the doors of both the third and the second- 
class compartments too narrow to admit him. So he squeezed into a first, 
and refused to pay the excess. The company therefore sued him for the 
balance of the fare, their contention being that as a first-class compart- 
ment alone would receive him, he ought to have booked first-class. The 
court supported the company, and gave judgment against the chemist. 


Mr. Justice Gorell Barnes, says the Times, on taking his seat at the com- 
mencement of the sittings, said that it might be convenient to mention 
that, in addition to summonses in future taken on Saturdays, cases 
to be heard in camera and applications as to the custody of children and 
other matters of a similar nature might also be taken on that day in 
Chambers. Probate cases in which merely a ‘‘ notice to cross-examine” 
had been given would be taken in court on Mondays in addition to the 
other business. With regard to the new regulations which had been 
issued to prevent the overcrowding of this court, they would be strictly 
enforced. The ‘‘ new regulations’’ referred to are as follows, and are 
pane up in court: ‘* Notice.—1. The of this court are to be 

ept clear, and no persons other than barristers in robes are allowed to 
remain standing about the court, excep’ behind the last row of seate. 2. 
The ceats in court behind those allotted to counsel are exclusively reserved 
for persons engaged in the case which is being heard, and, if there be 
room, for cther persons engaged in the remaining cases in the day’s list, 
3. The daily lists of cases to be heard will be made out in the room of the 
clerk of the rules. Persons having applications to make to the registrar 
attending tbe court, or clerk of the rules, must, as far as possible, make 
them at the rooms of theee officials, and aot in court.—By order.’ 


The City Lands Committee cf the Corporation have brought up & 
report to that body on the subject of renewable leases of the City’s pro- 
perty. In 1888 the Corporation agreed to a scheme, in relation to the pro- 
peity belonging to the Corporation held on leases renewable for ever, by 
which lessees were enabled on certain terms to commute the future fines 
payable by them. The persons interested were duly communicated with, 
and many had embraced the r= me pared thus afforded them of relief from 
conditions which involved periodical expenses and imperilled the 
of their leases, The lessees on the Conduit Mead Estate were 
under the echeme a choice of two modes of commuting the fines. The 


first provided for the granting of an eighty years’ lease, renewable fora : 


further term of eighty years, and so on for ever, upon the payment of the 
present value of aif future fines payable under existing leases calculated 


on a 3 cent, table plus one year’s rack-rent of the property. The iE 
other sthenative provided for the grantiog of a similar foeas for 





years on payment of an increased annual rental, equivalent to the 2 


Dee. 20." In future such business will be carried oq 
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of the future fines and one year’s rack-rent of the property calcu- 
a ona 3 percent. table. The conditions attached to the scheme and 
affecting renewable leases in the city and the parish of St. Marylebone 
followed those contained in the first plan, but with the important 
exception that the lessee in commuting did not bave to add one year’s 
rack-rent to the present va'ue of future fines. In view of the fact that 
the rate of interest now obtained on money invested was very low, the 
committee had thought it desirable to consider the advisability of 
increasing, to the advantage of the Corporation, the basis on which the 
sent value of future fines was calculated, and they had had before 
them actuarial calculations based on the 2} per cent. table, and felt 
‘ustified in stating that under existing circumstances that table would be 
a fair and reasonable one to adopt in ae Fg of the 3 per cent. table 
hitherto used. They therefore recommended the Corporation to sanction 
ihe variation of the scheme agreed to in 1888 and authorize them to adopt 
the 2} per cent. table for purposes of calculation in the firet of the two 
alternatives indicated, but not in the seccnd. 








COURT PAPERS. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
OHANCERY DIVISION. 
Completion Mr. Justice Wricur’s List. 


Companies (Winding-up). International Fibre Chamois Co ld 
Petitions. (petn of The Monarch Fibre Co) 
Goodwins, Jardine & Co ld (petn of —— Patents Syndicate ld (petn 
The Industrial and General Trust of the Company) 
Id Liverpool P; of Varieties 1d 
Moore Bros & Cold (petn of Nichol- (petn of Lilly & Lilly 1d) 





son, Sons, & Daniels) Guelph (Cool, ie) Gold Mine 1d 
Gold Reefs of Western Australia (petn of J H Ensor 

ld (petn of G E D Durnford) British Gold Fields of West Africa 
Liberty Consolidated Gold Mines ld ld (petn of J Ingham) 

(petn of C Frey) Hythe & District Land Oo ld (petn 
North Borneo Prospecting & Culti- of D Baker) 

vation — ld (petn of W | Keats Bros Id (petn of W E 

P R Newlands Muntz) 
Britich Gold Fields of West Africa | New & Mayne ld (peta of the Com- 


ld (petn of C W Cornmel!) |  panyand Liquidator) scheme of 
Bonara Italian Steel and Tin Plate arrangement 
Manufacturing Cold (petn of G | United States Cheque Bank Id (petn 
O A Sommer) | of J D Davies) 
Globe Blocks Mining Co ld (scheme | International Fibre Chamois Co ld 
of arrangement) (petn of C J (petn of T B Brown Id) 
Fauvel and the South African 


and Australian Exploration & Chancery Division. 
Development Syndicate 1d) Societe Vinicole de ea afin a 
Peveril Gold Mines, ld (petn of T 8 of Co and shareholders to d 
Hopcraft) resolutions) 
London & Paris Finance & Explora- | Manhanset Steamship Cold & re- 
tion Co, ld (petn of Reservoir duced (ptn of Co) 
Hub & Components Co, Id) Wrexham Market Hall Cold (mem- 
United Empire Trading Oo, 1d orandum of association—petn of 
(petn of J G Mellor) 10) 
Spiller & Co, Id (petn of W Klin- | Rand Investment Corpn ld & re- 
genstein & Co) duced (petn of Co) 


Same (petn of W H Lowry & Co) | Carnarvonshire & Merionethshire 

Wheel Club, Id (petn of H J Grim- Steamship Co ld and reduced 
wade) (petn of Co) 

West Australian Pastoral & Coloni- | London Union Land Co ld & re- 

zation Co, ld (petn of Land Corpn duced (petn of Co for reduction 


of West Australia, 1d) of capital) 
Umtoli Gold Reefs Co, 1d (petn of Court Summonses. 

R G Bagshawe & ors) Companies (W: -up). 
Abercorn Reefs, ld (petn of A Legge | Lyric Club ld (to set proofs) 

& ors) Lands Allotment Co ld (taxation 
Hubbard & Co, ld (petn of F Hor- of bill) 

sall & Co, 1d) London and General Bank 1d (for 
North Golden Crown, ld (petn of leave to make a set 0: 

White Feather Reward Claim, 1d) | General Credit Co, ld (to appoint 
Oriental Palace of Varieties, 1d new liquidator) 

(petn of Shelley & Co, 1d) Odell 1d (on claim) 

United Kingdom Debenture Bank, | Private Investors’ Asscn,1d (on 
ld (petn of Fa or — a ia Go, a ( 
Prospectors’ Assoc, of C Hop- on Metallurgical Co, on 

kinson & Sons) ii . Taxing Master’s rt) 
Brownfield’s Guild Pottery Soc, ld | Peabody Gold Mining Corpn, Id (as 

(petn of L Salamon) to construction of thirty-ninth 
Triticine, 1d (petn of R Peirayvo) Article of Association) 


British Cycle Manufacturing Co, 1d | Tyrian Construction Co, ld (for 
(petn of Scott’s Standard Pneu- misfeasance) 
matic Tyre Co, 1d) Chancery Division. 
Live Stock Insurance | Stubber v T Daniel & Co ld (for 
» 1d (peta of the Oo) sale) 
& Sons ld (petn of | Same v Satie (for leave to cross- 
Hudson Cowell) examine 
Same (petn of G Mancklelow & | Same v Same (declare dividend) 
anr) Same v Same (for discovery) 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Hiary Srrtinos, 1898. 
SpgctaL Paper. 
For Judgment. 
Younghusband v Metropolitan District Railway Co special care 
For Argument. 

In re an Arbtn between Gubbins & anr and The Londonand Blackwall Ry 
Co and The Great Eastern Railway Co s o referred to Arbitrat.r 
special case 

In re an Arbitn between Spillers & Bakers, ld, and H Leetham & Sons 
8 o for case to be stated in form of award special case 1 

In re an Arbitration between George and The Goldsmiths & Genera 
Burglary Insurance Assoc, ld special case 


Orrosgp Mortoxs. 
For Argument. 
Ball v Williams part heard so for further report 
Ward v Plymouth & Stonehouse Gas Light and Coke Co 
In re an Arbtn between the Matlock Bath Gas Light & Coke Co, and the 
Matlock Bath and Scarthin Nick Urban District Council s o referred 
to Arbitrator 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc s 0 report referred back 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Same ss o for further report 
In re an Arbitration between Barraud and Dawson 
Liebes & ors v London and River Plate Bank ld & ors 
Baker vy Wadsworth 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Otway v Chatteris 
Incandescent Gas Light Co v Ainsworth 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
In re an Arbitration between Bever and Dorling & The Syke Ing Mill Co 
Hurd v Rossiter 
Chiverton v Chiverton 
Myers v Morell 
Stedman v Black 
In re a Solicitor (In re Solicitors Act, 1888) 
In — John Bird Howard, an unqualified person, Expte Incorporated Law 


In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Same 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Same 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Same 


Crown Paper. 


For Argument. 
Lancashire, Colne Foulds v Garnett county court dft’s a 
Pembrokeshire The Queen v Mayor, &c, of Pembroke, Expte Local 
Government Board Nisi for mandamus to obey order of Local Govern- 


ment Board 
Yorkshire, Huddersfield Peace v Senior & Sons county court plt’s 


app 
Eesex The Queen v Commrs of Sewers for Havering, &c (expte Lonion 
County Council) nisi for certiorari for presentment and order and rate 
Sussex, Lewes Oarter v Clarke & Co & ors county court dfts, London, 
Antwerp, &c Co ld’s “pp 
Lancashire, Blackpool Burrett v Haigh & anr county court plt’s ap 
Burnley Burnley Equitable Co-operative & Industrial Soc ld v Pickles 
trate’s case 
Sussex, Lewes Carter v Clarke & Co & ors county court dfts, Stephen- 
son, Olarke, & Co’s app 
London Godwin & anr v Hart county court plt’s app 
G Swansea Jonesv Demery county court plt’s app 
Same 
Same 


v Same county court Mary Jones & ors’ app 
Davies v Usher & Co county court plt’s app 
Hyde Maloney & orsv Lingard quarter sessions special case respt’s 
app 
te Farndale v Bainbridge & anr magistrate’s case 
all eg Coates v McCaul magistrate’s case 


Cornwall, Launceston Simcoe v Pethick countycourt dft’s app 
Yorkshire, Knaresborough Oxley v Atkinson & anr county court dft’s 


app 

Dorsetshire Pethick & ors v Dorset County Council magistrate’s case 

Lancashire McLean v Monks magistrate’s case 

Yorkshire, Knaresborough Waite vImeson county court plt’s app 

Yorkshire, W R Buckley v Hanson m te’s case: 

Cardi - Davies v Griffiths & ors quarter sessions special case 
8 app 

Devonshire, Honiton Wakeham v Bussell & anr dfts’ 


app 

Glamorganshire Bridgend Council v Lloyd & ora magistrate’s case 

Merionethshire Pte a Davies mogleteete’s case 

Nottinghamshire Gayford vy Chouler magistrate’s case 

London a v Coolgardie, &c, Co mayor’s court dftse’ ap 

Surrey, Redhill Bartlett v Mears & anr county court dft M A Box’s 
app 

Same Same v Pearson &anr county court dft M A Box’s app 

Lancashire, Manchester Ashworth v Wells county court plt’s app 

Dorsetshire Bullen : Wakely magistrate’s case 


county court 


Kent, Greenwich Reynolds & ors v Holloway county court dft’s app 

Lancashire The Queen v Leigh Council (expte Tyldeel*y Council) nig 
for mandamus to pay j debt 

Surrey Rhodes & anr v 
magistrate’s case 

Yorkshire, Todmorden Sutcliffe v Sutcliffe county court plt’s app 

Warwickshire, Birmingham Burrow v Tilson & anr county court 


a 

Liveiged Ross v Taylerson magistrate's case 

London Bromley, Sn, & Cov Finch county court plts’ app 

Ramsgate Millard v Wastall magistrate’s case 

Lancashire Dawson v Cocker magistrate’s case 

Devonshire, Honiton Brune vJames county court dft’s app 

— Bangor Williams’ Trustees v Williams county court 

ts’ a 

Yorkshire, Huddersfield Hinchcliffe v Sharpe county court dft’s app 

Middlesex, Olerkenwell French v Bromet countycourt dft’s app 

Derbyshire, Derby Mitchell vy Appleby (McDonald, clmt) county court 
plt’s » = 

Surrey, beth Turner v White & Son & anr county court plt's 


a) 
sane, Wandsworth Gibbs v Francombe (Horsman, clmt) High Builiff 
of Wandsworth County Court, respt countycourt High 8 app 
Cornwall, Truro Re The New Par Consols (C Gregory’s app) county 

urt 


co 

London Stokes v Harris county court pit’s app 

Durham The Queen v F F Sheppee & anr, Esqs, Jj, & Wilson (expte 
Webb) nisi to hear information 

Same The Queen v Rev R Taylor & anr, Jj, & Laidler (expte Vogwill) 
nisi for certiorari for order 

Yorkshire, Skipton Bendall v Lofthouse county court plt’s app 

Kent, Greenwich Howland v South Metropolitan Gas Co county court 
dits’ a) 

Surrey, Vandsworth Reeves v Wandsworth Flock Co county cout 


yorkshire, W R The Queenv W F Tempest & anr, Esqs, Jj, & Cutts 
(expte Townend) nisi to justices to state case 

Glamorgansbire, Cardiff Mordey, Carney, & Co v Steward SS Oo county 
court plts’ app and dfts’ cross app 

Middlesex, Marylebone Mitchellvy White & Co county court  pilt’s 
a 

ektniee Rogers v Manchester Packing Co magistrate’s case 

London May v Lee county court dft’s app 

Leicesterehire Twigdon v Shillcock magistrate’s case 

Southampton The Queen v Hon E W Douglas & ors, Esq;, Jj, and anr 
nisi for certiorari for conviction v Walker 

Surrey, Lambeth Lumsden v Burnett county court dft’s app 

Sussex The Queen v Lyon & ors, Jj (expte Skinner) nisi for mandamus 
to hear application 

Middlesex, Fdmonton Hume v Imperial Lager Brewery Co county court 
dfte’ a 

Middleccs, Bloomsbury Carr & anrv London & North-Western Ry Co 
county court plts’ app 

Gloucestershire, Dursley Terrett v Hill & Sons county court difts’ 


app 
Gisanestindiien, Dursley Godfrey v Hill & Sons county court dfte’ 


Middlesex, Clerkenwell Edwards v Parton county court dft’s app 
Kent, Tonbridge Wells Stewart & ors v Ellis & ors county court dfte’ 


a 

a Curtice v Sheen Mayor’s court pit’s app 

Kent Brownscombe v Johnson te’s case 

Kent Kruse v Johnson istrate’s case 

Hersfordshire The Queen v Bateman, Lord of the Manor of Kingsland 
& his Steward (expte Page & anr) Nisi for mandamus to admit t 
copyhold 

Backinghamshie, Buckingham Mander v Ridgway & anr county court 

dfte’ app 

Carmarthoushize, Lianelly Harries v Watkeys & ors county court plt's 


Yorkshire, B R Colbeck v Ashford magistrate’s case 
Somerse The Ecclesiastical Commrs for England & ors v Overseers 
of the Parish of Huish E i magistrate’s case 
Ho ori lor county court dft’s a 

re The Queen v ott, * & ons, 9), 0. and aur (exgle 

Rickerby) Nisi for certiorari for conviction v J y 

Balter v Borgzimmer Bros county court dfts’ app 

ersetshire Knight v The Langport District Drainage Board quarter 
sessions special case — 
Yorkshire, Huddersfield The & North-Western Ry Co v Lumb 

county court dft’s a) 
Staffordshire Jonesv Walters magistrate’s case 
Lendon Holcomb Valley Co v Galbraith mayor’s court plts’ app 
Cornwall, Truro Pike & Son v Meikle county court plts’ app 
Lancashire Farley v Higginbotham magistrate’s case 
Surrey, Southwark Russell v Hales county court pits’ app 
Burnley The Queen v The Mayor &c of Burnley (expte Shutt) nisi for 
us to delare a back street a highway 


county court 


afte 
Yorkshire, W R Denaby, &c Collieries Oo v Fenton "5 case 





, Lardner v Birkbeck Building Soc county court 
plt’s app 


app 
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eybridge District Council (Ward’s app) 


Surrey, Guildford and Godalming Rushbrooke & anr v Burchett & of 





Surrey, Lambeth Day v Bygrave (Ponsford, clmt) county court plt's E 
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we, 
—— 


Essex The Queen v Howard & ors, Esqs, jj & anr (expte March) nisi to 
ustices to state case 
x, Brompton Payne v Grattan 
Northamptonshire The Queen v Sharman & ors, Eeqs, jj & ors (expte 
ton 
vere ») alt Union v Northwich Salt Compensation Board 


Richmond Coppen v Moore 

Siesestewhina, Bristol Morley v Gunn 

Devonshire Hill v Crediton District Council 

Iancashire, Chorley London & North-Western Ry Co v Swann & Co 


Revenve Parse. 


For Hearing. 
Causes by English Information. 


Attorney-Gen and Earl Cowley 
Attorney-Gen and The Duke of Westminster & ors 


Petition. 
Re The Royal College of Surgeons 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE., 


Rora or Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 
Mr. Justice 





Aprzat Court Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. Sriauixo. 
Mr. Ward Mr. Rolt Mr. Farmer 
Pemberton Godfrey King 
ard Rolt Farmer 
Ward Rolt Farmer 
Pemberton Godfrey King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. Romer. Byryz. 
Mr. Pugh Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal 
Lavie Carrington Leach 
Pugh Jackson Beal 
Lavie Leach 
Pugh Jackson Beal 
Lavie Leach 











Tenders for £1,500,000 New South Wales Government Three per Cent. 
Stock were opened on Tuesday at the Bank of —— The applica- 
tions — to £3,908,400. The average price obtained for the stock 
is £100 85. 4d. 


For Turoat Inpgiration anp Covcu.—“‘ Epps’ s Glycerine Jujubes ” 
a 8 prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 

suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 7 -and 1s. 1}4.—James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
pathic Chemists, London. — [Apvr. 


Wanrninc To ivrenpinc Hovse Purcuasers AND Lasszes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arran 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. ] 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Jan. 19.—Mesars, Eowix Fox & Bovsrretp, at the Most, at 2 p.m., 
rent of £2,200 annum, secured upon im Elo 
ae, 7, producing about £6,000 8 year. Solicitors, Lewis & pei 


agg ote in the City of London, of the rack-rent value a £2, i entiens 
Robinson, London. Life ngs for Aj with 


nen Bends ey — Sg - = oS or ot dete OSes, 
Mason, & Nash, of Farn’ ( advertisements, this week, p. 3.) 


Jan, 19.— Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranritxp, at the Mart, at 2 
at Fulham, of rental value of £65 per annum. Solicitors, 
& Eve, London. Engineering at Baron-street, Pentonville- 
acer pee eee gate pac anaes ; ae ee eee tee the 
Business. Solicitor, E. N —_ ld, Esq., London. Investments in 
d Marylebone, as per particulars. Solicitors, 
London, (See advertisements, this week, back 


cam. P. E, Vanderpump 


pton, Fulham, Battersea, an: 
7 Oldman, Clabburn, & Co., 


Jan 20.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caranrigup, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. : 


REVERSIONS : 
To a Trust Fund, Bank, Railway, and other value over £4,000; lady 


Solicitors, Messrs. Dobbs & Hill, and A. H. Halford, 





egee 08. » all of 
orcester. 
woh Gy sl gentlnan aged 63 nd 6, rove £6,137 moms 
ofa an aged 53 aged sand gee 
man aged 81 supvive thems with "provided ly age 
ion. 
To £6,500, being charge wu) ‘seni oe on mortgage ; 
tl Loy Solicitor, H, -Jones, bs 2 ~ 
sakes a Ad nd oF 000 ; two can aged Bf wave 
vi y survives 
the first two node. Seliciton IL oe Eng Lamson. 
To One-third of ete Eat 0 be to apa of ) 5 
aged 83. Sheffield Powell, 
To One-fifth of 2 Trust Estate producing ‘idh'per nau and. £300 cash; lady 
aged 53. Solicitors, Mesers. Dougie uglas Ni 


. Co., 
To One-fourth of £5,480 Leeds 5 per cent. Btock (8 (subject to a payment of £800) ; 


ments thoroughly 
Messrs. Carter 





annum ; 
Messrs. Keighley, Sismey, London. 

ae £1,000, £1,000. Messrs. Kite & Broomhead, Taunton. 
Fg wg Bh 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fatvay, Jan. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
im Cuanozmsr. 
Covantay Evecraic Tramways, Liurrep—Creditors are ane venules, or before Feb oo. to 
send —-  — peappetes r debts or claims, to Edward 


Thomas 
Coventry 8r. two, Oo, Laure ts Esa rion) — Creditors are on or bafore 
TRY STAMPIN ( a) me teanieet, ot 


to Wilts LJ y= ot Schall ad Diseieptome =e, 


Beale & Co, Birm’ 


Grea pea Tavonoa Gown Mix mache YORE ro: presented Jan 3, directed to 
aa. Jan 19 ‘erste Seaton &, ogee po hy oD . Notice of 


rs 
$ 
3 


eee. te Nees 
aurs Ho & Soxs, Liurrep—Creditors uired, on or before Feb 14, to 
. ais ‘are niars of their debts wilt 


Raynes Parx ovr Cue, Liutrep —Creditors are 
their names addresses, or 
Kistner, 66, Woodstock dy Fisbery Dk Jenkins & eee tian 


aimee , ome & Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are a4 Teed is. 
to send their names and steers onde Regen / or claims, 
Sours Ausrratian Petroieum Fi for 16 Devonshire p= 


ELDS, 
to be heard on Jan 19. & 
ree PED YL 
‘an 


BF 
Po 


London Gasetie.—Tunspay, Jan, 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarsp m Cmanozny. 
Cawapian hg | Royat Mar Srsamsuir Co, 
sented directed 


me ann Taszare Oo, ws 
pony EL 5, direeted to be heard on Jan 19," 9," Foakes, 2; Finsbury circus, for 


== | See must reach above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
~ a of Jan 
Cuesrernrrecp Sanrrany Stream Lauspny saad os Cotbens axe pinto 2 or 


before , Feb 1, 
aetern leing: to Mr’ Besseel Baward Boe gute, Onpeentield. Jones & 
Middleton, Chesterfield, solors for the 

Bouiixe are to. 
2 Oe commen ene 


First Fixp or before Feb 1, to a Gotp Minas 
re tanton Queen ee Oo, 


To vain vu mw ont ma 
regula, ot Delos Jan 25, to on 


Meueses —¥ Soxserems Co, ye wg for winding up, presented Jan 5, directed 
18, Biahopagate s¢ Within, solo fr 

Rotie of appearing cnet roth the not than 6 o'clock in 

noon of Jan 

New Cuaarers Towers Goip Mixes, Linitep—Creditors uired, on or before Fi 
23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulary o of debts or claims, 
prey Metig, Larmeage Laurence 

O.pHam County Foorsatt axp Arauetic Co, —Creditors are yy As on 
before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of ha ir de’ 
Golan, dein Genie dee, O Ch ees ee Sakon, color tor 


lips 


3 se 


- 


ewsraras Co, Liutrep—Creditors are vogrieed, 


on or before 1, to send names and addresses, and the particulars 
or to John Daniel 
Sresv Com Armounsp Russer Trae Syxvicate, —Creditors are ey! on or 
before F send their addresses, and the particulars of debts or 
— King st, Manchester. Boardman, , solor 
Uxitep Kixopom Ou axp Maat Co, Lanta —Creditors required, on or before March 
te wend ae same ~~ euaecaenad Minster dolste on clates, be 
am Dsson Theaker, Exchange Kingston on Hall. Jacobs 
Dizon, Hull, solors to'liquidatee 
Wiiuiam Baxer, amen Laquipatioy on or before Feb 12, 
to send their names Pyne debts or claims, to 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Cuan.ron Sztr-Hetr Society, Charlton, Kent. Jan 5 


Cxpamns Pronses Loses, Beults Tiaiily Sly, Imperial Hotel, Crewe, Chester, 
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Fatexpiy Baormens Sicx axp Paovipert Ferewory Bewertr Soorery, Fawcett Liberal 
, Middlesex. Jan 5 

Lartock Lovaz, Free Gardeners Society, Woodside, Dudley, Worcester. Jan 5 

Scnoot Laws Ustow S1cx Socizty, Pear Tree Inn, Lancaster. Jan 5 

Sournwarx Unsrrep Brornens Sick ann Buatat Foxp Farexpiy Society, 148, South- 
wark Bridge rd. Jan5 

Sr Osyrn Farzexpty Society, St Osyth, Easex. Jan 5 

Wivow axp Ornrnays Prorzction Fatexpiy Socrery, Odd Fellows, 122, Mansfield rd, 
Nottingham, Jan 5 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—Tounspar, Dec. 21. 
Gostrxc, Thomas, Old Derby, House Furnisher Jan3i Phillips & Son v 
Gosling, Stirling, J , Sheffield 
Regvs, ALExanper Rozenrr, Strand bldgs, Decorative Painter Jan27 Reeve v Reeve, 
J Smiles & Co, Bedford row 


London Garette.—Fatpay, Dec, 24. 


Frost, Auraep, Hull, Oil and Colour Merchant Jan 31 Holmes v Frost, Kekewich, J 
Turner, Beverley 


Hiycncuirre, ag i igh Dewsbury, Doctor of Medicine Jan 31 Kirk v Borough of 
Dewsbury, North, J Chadwick, Dewsbury 

Jonzs, om Srernens, Malmesbury, Wilts, Solicitor Feb 4 Sainsbury v Walker, 
Stirling, J Robbins, Surrey House, Victoria Embankment 


London Gasette.-—Tunspay, Dec. 28. 


Guages, ae Crowcn, hy oo Siow, J Mortis ben Gays ina F.R.CS. Feb 1 


Rees, Wi1a1aM lis Sutton a aaa Farmer Febi Harris v Rees, North, J 
Burbidge, Chippenham 


London Gasette.—Tuzspay, Jan. 11. 


Byonam, Sanan i, Blackburn, — Febi1. Withers v Ingham, Registrar, Preston. 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
London Gasette,—Frivar, Dec. 31. 

Back, Many, Ashford, Kent Jani? Hallett &Co, Ashford 
Bazvetr, Grorcr Warrock, Peckham Jan 31 Becher, Bedford row 
Borgpank, Isaac, Sheffield, Shell Fish Merchant Feb 28 Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield 
Baapsnaw, Janes, Muswell hill, Agent Febi Mills & Co, Queen Victoria s+ 
Canr, Anpnew Manx, Oxford st Jan31 Lord & Parker, Worcester 
Cussrze, Mantua Axx, Barnsley, York Jan 3i Carrington, Barnsley 
Coiz, Wii11am, Snaresbrook, Besex Febi4 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 
Cott, Guoncr Francis Water Ricnarp, Llanyre, Radnor March 1 Vaughan, Builth 
Devenise, Davin, Acton Beb15 Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 
Forp, Rossrt, Ivybridge, Devon Jan 25 YVYoollcombe & Son, Plymouth 
Forsmax, Cuantes, Headcorn, Kent, Corn Merchant Jan 29 Kingsford & Drake, 


Guruats, Ecizavetn, Leamington Jan 31 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Houras.y, Swaxx, St Leonard’s on Sea Feb10 Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge 

Lear, Cuautes Jonx, Tunbridge Wells Feb19 C W Dommett & Son, Gresham st 
Lewis, Hewny, Ipsley, Warwick, Needle Manufacturer Jan 28 Tunbridge, Redditch 
Mackay, Wiui1am Stuart, Liverpool Feb 15 Norton & Seddon Smith, Liverpool 
Mvarny, Micuazt, Perry Barry, Stafford Jan 3i O’Connor, Birmingham 

Osponx, Sanan Axx, Walworth Feb15 Webster & Webster, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Panaitt, Cuaaces, Wolston, Warwick, Farmer Feb 26 Kirby & Sons, Coventry 
Panztixoror, = Rev rT Epwarp, M.A., Rusholme, nr Manchester Jan 31 


» Derby, Labourer Feb 28 Stanton & Walker, 


Perens, Eouuxn Sterusy Pariimore, Bristol Jan 31 Barry & Harris, Bristol 
Parezcs, Antuur Perer, Lingen, Hereford, Grocer Jan 31 O’Connor, Birmingham 
Parstox, Frances, Melton Mowbray, Leicester Feb 1 Fowler & Langley, Wolver- 


Rgitiy bag 7 Harner, Sandgate, Kent Feb12 La & 
a =~ ga’ wrence Graham & Co, 
Rionaxps. Jims, Kingston upon Hull Feb 18 Middlemiss & Pearce, Kingston upon 


Roz, Sazan Jaxx Divuan, Revelstoke, Devon Feb1 Coode & Co, St Austell 
Szawe.., Pexzvore Soria, Bentley, Hants Jan3i Jackson, Farnham 
Tuxxs, Ayniz Mana, Sydenham FebS Laundy & Co, Strand 

Toxsraut, Exizasgtu, Wellington, Hereford Feb2 Humfrys, Hereford 
Tunstatt, Mary, Wellington, Hereford Feb2 Humfrys, Hereford 
Witt1ams, Axxz, Cheltenham, Glos Feb 21 Davis & Lloyd, Newport, Mon 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Jan, 4. 
Baxren, Hexny Rovert, Poplar Jan 31 Colyer & Colyer, Wych st, Strand 
Bewruir, Samvet, Maidstone March 31 King & Hughes, Maidstone 
Bnooxe, Jauzs, South Elmsali, York, Farmer Feb 5 Scholefield, Hemsworth 
Buowrr, Many Exiza, Exeter Feb15 Pring, Exeter 
Coxz, Axx, Bristol Feb 19 Broad & Francis, Bristol 
Dstr, Saver Newror, Toperoft, Norfolk, Farmer Febi Stevens & Co, Norwich 
De Supt, Hewry, Kensington Feb 1 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 
Exwat, Rosa, Notting Hill Feb1 Wakeford & Co, Bloomsbury sq ‘ 
Fain, Taomas Connor, Derby Feb2i Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery lane 
Grant, Joun, Bristol Feb10 Jefferies, Bristol 


Peypietox, WIL, 


Hascocx, Henry, Sheffield March 25 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 





Herwoop, Janz, Kensington Palace grdns FebS Bridges & Oo, Red Lion sq 

Hoap, Wiiu1am, Gloucester Feb 28 W & C H Jessop, Cheltenham 

Husy, Carouixs, Deptford Feb1 Moon & Co, Linceln’s inn fields 

Hucuss, Rev Joseru, Cwmdu, Brecknock Febi Belcher, Cardiff 

Houree.y, Swaxx, St Leonard’s on Sea Feb10 Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge P 
aia os al Avexanper Caries Eumanvst, Bangor, N Wales Jan 31 Carter 


& 
Moves, Gronar neers" New South Wales, Electrical Engineer Pebj 


Ewer & Neave, Phil; 
Morrim, Wits Huntington, Brewer Febi7 Tebbs, Bedford 


Rane, Hon. Roszrr ‘en, Ryder st, 8t James Feb 5 Martineau & Reid, 

Ramssortomu, Jouyx, Chester Feb15 Hall & Co, Manchester 

Parxes, Josern, Liverpool Jan 31 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 

Pauret, Caantzes Wiii1am, Wellesbourne, Warwick Feb 1 Hemsley & Hemsley, 
Albany court yard, Piccadilly - 

Perr, Janz, Wigton, Cumberland Jani2 Hetherington, Wigton 

Perper, Many, Moseley, Worcester Jan 31 F H Pepper & Tangye, Birmingham 

Sims, Frances, Clapham Feb5 Rewell & Lomas, Rickmansworth 

Surru, Josern, Sheffield Feb10 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Srensox, Joun Hewry, Sutton, Surrey Febi Lawrence & Co, New sq 

Suapey, The Rev Jonny, B.A., Bournemouth Feb14 Gard & Co, Gresham bldgs 

Tomas, Jos1an, Clifton, Bristol, Architect March 1 Bobbett Bros, Bristol 

WELts, Comes, Guana, Barcelona, Spain, Telegraph Clerk Feb 1 Blunt & 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Jan. 7. 
Basgzatr, Coantes WiL«rnson, South Kensington Jan 31 Torr & Co, Bedford row 
Brxsiey, Wii114m, Prescot, Lancs, Traveller Feb 21 Parkinson, Liverpool 
Bippiscomsz, Anz, Beaulieu, Hants Feb 2i Moore & Co, Lymington 
Braca, Tuomas Cuanxson, Surbiton, Surrey Feb 21 Bailey & Co, Berners st 
Boutros, Jauss, Manchester, Baker Jan 31 Harwood, Manchester 
Bortz, Wit.1am, Blackburn Feb 25 Wilding & Son, Blackburn 
Brimace, Witi14m James, Camdenrd Feb15 Carr & Scott, High Holborn 
CavxtLL, Tuomas, Hemingbrough, York, Yeoman April6 Parker & Parker, Selby 
Ciza¢,S8anan Awnn, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester Feb 10 Cobbett & Co, Ma 


CoryTox, owe poet ct, Temple, Barrister Feb10 Eugene Goddard & Aldridge, 
ean! 5 

Gorseg, Sarave Wituram, Liphook, Hants, Captain Prideaux & Sons. Goldsmith’ 

CrowrTues, James Finru, Mirfield, York, Malster Feb 15 Wilson, Mirfield 

Devt, Anns, Woodbridge Feb4 Wood, Woodbridge 

Dewes, Epwarp, MD, Bournemouth Feb14 Dewes & Brock Harris, Nuneaton 


Dursam, Many, Masham, York Jan2i Edmutidson & Gowland, Masham 
Ensuarpt, Witi14m, Birmingham, Watch Manufacturer Febi9 Pinsent & Co, Bix 


Fuizrcaze, Caso.ivs, East Stonehouse, Devon Jan 31 Rodd, East Stonehouse : 
Fosrzr, Mary Howanp, Museum chmbrs, Bary st Feb 24 Baker & Co, Newton Abbd, 


Fox, Jon, Derby March1 Gadsby & Co, Derby 

Gannp, Evwix, Hampstead Feb 15 Rawlins, Lombard st 

Haag, Exiza, Newark upon Trent Feb 25 Norlege & Co, Newark 

Hanraisow, Euma, Gt Mongeham, Kent Feb7 Brown & Brown, Deal 

Hearox, Exizasete Febi Swainson & Co, Lancaster 

Hutz, Exvizasern, Bristol Feb7 Jacques & Co, Bristol 

Hut, Joux, Bristol, Tailor Feb7 Jacques & Co, Bristol 

Hisvuey, Saran Isaser, Kensington Feb12 Smith, Liverpool 

Horton, Jesstz St Acarua, Worthing Marchi Beaumont & Son, Liacoin’s inn fidié 
Howe, Humpnurey, Greetland, York, Coal Merchant Feb 8 Marshall, Grect'and 
Keane, Svsax, Blackheath Feb10 Gery, Vere st, Oxford st 

Leron, Exvizasera, Yarmouth, I of W Feb2l Moore & Co, Lymington 

Moopy, Maritpa, York Feb10 England & Son, Goole 

Ocxivier, Rosy Witsy, Wandsworth Feb19 Paines & Co, St Helen’s pl 

Osriz, Joux, Warrington, Beerhouse Keeper Feb 16 A Browne, Warrington 
Pacxwoop, Susanxan, Ombersley, Worcester Feb8 Campbell & March, Worcester 
Rous, Wit114m, Oardiff, Feb 12 Jones, Cardiff 

Roruscuitp, Orro, Bloomsbury Feb 15 Marcus & Barraclough, Broad st avue 
Gavae,? by ae and Rev Patuir Yorxs, Methley, York Feb7 Farrer & Co, Lineola’s 


Scunagus, Basen Cant Eanst Apoirn vox, Berlin Feb 9 Goldberg & Co, Wath 


Scuorrep, Josgrn, Chester Jan 28 Hervey & Co, Hyde 

Szrmovus, Gzorce, St Helen’s pl, Civil Engineer Feb5 Ramsden & Co, Leadentalld 
Seymour, Laura Sztina, Winchester Feb15 Ramsden & Co, Leadenhall st 

Suaw, George Joux, Gray’sinnsq Feb15 Hollest & Oo, Farnham 

Spzepy, Jessi, Southampton Feb19 Sharp-& Brain, Southampton 

Srevens, Taomas, jun, Swanage, Dorset, Farmer Feb 28 Slade, Swanage 

eee rene Cape Town, Cape Colony March4 Robins & Go, Lincola’si@ 


Tasurzav, Anruoxy Oxtver, Batheaston. Lieutenant Col F b 
VER, , Somerset, eb 5 a 


Tayior, Maria, Bath Feb7 Baker & Co, Cannon st 

Taree, James, Bradford, Surgeon Feb1 Richardson, Bradford 
Waretweicut, Many Hanurer, Halifax Feb19 Crossley, Halifax 
Warreneap, Samvat Paestox, Lytham, Lancs Feb 17 Samuel & Oo, Bary 
Woops, Joux, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Nurseryman Feb5 Welton, Woodbridge 


Ww . Bir W: 5 3 
ORSLEY, 11:11am Cartzy, Hovingham Hall, York, Bart March 1 Hogh Web 


Wrvart, Cuantzs, Fulham Jan18 Loxdale & Co, South Kensington * 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Jan. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barns, aLee™ Chester, Tobacconist Chester Pet Jan 4 


Banzatt, Ann Mania, ey Licensed Victualler 
Hereford Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 

Benaneert, Henry, Whittlesey, “cambridge, Labourer 
Euterboroagh Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 

Buawks, &usan, Shoreditch High Court PetJan4 Ord 
Jan 4 


ae “TH Mary, Burnley, Confectioner Burnley Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

BuLLock, oamae eg yh Kentish Town, Cab Proprietor 
High Court Pet Dec Ord Jan4 

Cuzaver, Marys, odiochen, Farm Bailiff Maidstone 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Cuottmmore, Caartes Epwarp, Taynton, Glos, Farmer 
Gloucester Pet Jani Ord Jani 

Dasieis, Tomas WiLiraM, ar Norfolk, Carpen- 
ter Norwich Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Davies, Ayxie, Morriston, Glam, Grocer Swansea Pet 
Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Davies, Evan, Caio, Carmarthen, Farmer Carmarthen 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan5 

Ds Berxates, Eocar A, York bldgs, Adelphi, Editor High 
Court Pet Nov 25 ‘Ord Jan 4 

, Builder Gi ter Pet 


Exits, Monoan Leste, Gl t 
Fostsr, Jam - Bolton, Spindle Maker Bolton Pet Jan 4 
Ord Jan 





Jani Ord Jani 


Forse, | al Mesegney, Cornwall, Fisherman Truro 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 

Garnwoop, CHARLES acs Gt Yarmouth, Yacht Builder 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Geary, iw Josers, Handsworth, iota Birming- 
ham PetJan5 Ord Jan5 

Gres, Wit114M, Bedminster, + ane Batcher’s Assistant 
Bristol Pet Ja23 Ord Jan 

Gazenx, Rosert, Astley, nr ER Farmer Kidder- 
minster Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Groves, Joux, St Ives, Cornwall, Fish Buyer Truro Pet 
Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Hextroy, Josern, x iy aed Staffs, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 


Horror, Joun, ae =, Fish Dealer Pontypridd 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 

Boenzs, Pt Wrought, Wilts, Baker Swindon Pet 
Jan 5 

Jexxtss, Davin, , rr Glam, Tailor Cardiff Pet 
Jan3 Ord Jan3 

om ~ Or ee Torquay, Builder Exeter Pet Jan 1 

Lesser, ApRaHAM, Manchester, Waterproof Manufacturer 


Manchester Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan4 
Murm, H, South 7. Hosier High Court Pet 


Ord Jan 
Sg eo Albrighton, Salop, Haulier Madeley Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan 


ww come, & Friskney, Lines, Farmer Boston Pet Jan 
5 
Nem, arg A Wit.14m, Huntington, York York Pet Jan 
3 
Newman, p+ Mantes, puke, 
Brighton Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 
Noss, Curistorser Caarmay seeeiatein, Upholsterer 


Sussex, Grocer 


Greenwich Pet Dec Ord De 

Porter, H A, Hythe, Kent, ch otal Guildford Pet 
Dec8 Ord Jan 4 

Regs, fms eRe nr Bridgend, Glam, Collier Cardiff 
PetJan3 Ord 

Row.es, MaTTHEW Wi, Woking, Builder Guildford 
Pet Dec2 Ord Jan 4 


Sura, Inwix, Manningham, Bradford, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 
Sraxnep, Jonn Ay Ramsgate, Smackowner Canter- 
bury Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 
Roch- 


Wesster, Josepa, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler 
Wit1ams, -y waemetn Swansea Carmarthea Pet Jan 4 


dale Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 
Ord Jan 
 -> osnes, pete, Cumbrid, Gardener 


Carlisle 
Jan3 Ord Jan 
Wosrnincton, Samvugy, , Compositor Derby Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan5 


ORDER KESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 


SuurrLewortn, Sauvet, Huggin lane igh Court Rec 
Ord Dec 2, 1897 Rese Dec 2 ae 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baizp, Waren, Chester, bina, a Jan 14 at 12.30 
Crypt vgn, Wits tgate row, Ch 
Barrowc.ioucH canton, Burnley, rg on md Jan 14 
ag hag - agg ca a Burnl 
8, Joun, Wor! mberland, G J 
at - urt neues ow Bene 5 - roe sah 
ws, ZEPHANIAH MaTTuew, ‘arwicks 
Jan 14 at 11, Off Ree, 17, liettord sty Covey 
WHE, re, Weassans ALEXAxDER, A Denbighs, Com- 
ion an l4at12 Crypt yen Eastgate 
2 row, row, Chester _ 
ULLOcK, Rosert Geoncs, Kentish Town, Cab Proprietor 
Jan 14 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 9 
Boruzs, Jouy Wittiam Taaa, Shrews! az, Salem, Lontnae 
Mercha ¢ Jan 17 at 11.30 Of Hee 42, St John’s hill, 
ury 
Cuarman, Joun Eowin, Leed J Jan 19 
ie os Park a ’ is, Joiner Jani9atil Off 
VER, ETyR, Rochester, F Bailiff 
Off Hee? rw le ‘arm Jan 19 at 11 
Davis, — Cefp, Ruabon, Denbighs, Grocer Jan 18 


at12 Priory, LY 
Turner, and Samve. Suaw, Barnolds- 
Builders Jan 17 at 11 Off Ree, $1, Manor 





J Maker Jan 18 at 11 16, 
aha og Bolton, Spindle an 


Haynes, Jonn Epwarp, Barrow-in-Furness, Clerk 
Jan 14 at 12.15 Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Reg yy mm! Clerk Jan idatil Off Rec, 15, 
ee pan. Yosh, Trainer Jan 17 at 
Seaton eck Jan 19 at 12.15 
Nowy, Curistoruer Cuapman, Woolwich, U; terer Jan 
14at 12.30 24, Railway London : 
Owex, Ricnaarp. " lesey, Licensed Victualler 
ms Jauls x 1.30 f. ip Hotel, 
prorp, Gzorce WILLIAM Birdbrook, 
at 3.30 Townhall, 


a oe rote 
Nett, Jonyx cee 
Off 28, 


Jan 18 at Haverhill, Suffolic 
Roseman, Aaron Highae Dogiais, Fer Furni eae Dealer Jan 
14 at 12 t, Merth 


a a Hetford, otts ka 19at3 Off Rec, 


cnsatan ot, Manctosts , Mitcheldean, Glos, 
edical Practitioner Jan 15 at 2.30 Bell Hotel, 


Suarmay, Wittiam Henry, Barasle , Yorks, Grocer Jan 
14at 10.15 Off Rec, Regent s 
ms Forpyce, na ro", "Barrister Jan 17 at 12 


y bl 
or > eee? Oe Grienty, Blacksmith Jan 14 at 11.30 
ent, ao 


8 1 Oxborne t,t Grima 

TANNER, Joun Epwarp. 
Jan 20 at 9.30 poabeng LS nay LL ay ry | 

Tay or, Herserr James, Draper Jan 14 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London 

Tuomrsoy, Joux Wituram, Colne, Lancs, Coal Merchant 
Jan 14at12 Crown 


otel, 
Uriey, Wittte Water, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, 
Hatter Jan 15 at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 


Halifax 
Vincent, Coantes Henry, Haverhill, Suffolk, Solicitor 
Jan 18 at ill, Suffolk’ 


a LS 


Watt, Oscar, R Jan l4at 3 Off 
st, Manchester 
Witsoy, Tuomas, Penrith, Gardener Jan 18 at 12.30 Of 
Ree, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


WeaFnen at Samvet, Derby, Compositor Jan 17 at 12 
Off 40, 8t Mary’s gate, Derby 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bama, pee ipsean, Chester, Tobacconist Chester Pet Jan 4 


we i ~ #4 Mania, = By Licensed Victualler 
Hereford Pet Jan4 Ord J 
, Cats, Labourer Peter- 


Bewaree.t, 5 <¥ Whi 
h Jan3 Ord 
for Yorks, Cycle Manufacturer 


ord Pet Oct 30 Ord Jan 
—— wee, qa Barnley Pet 
an 


Bissor, 


an 5 
Buruer, Joux Wit.i1aM Taaa, Shrews! , Salop, Leather 
Shrewsbury Pet Jan 1 Jan 3 
Cugaver, Maantyr, Rochester, Farm i 
Pet Jan3 Ord Dec 4 


‘an 

Cuttmore, Caartts Epwarp, Zagaten, Glos, Farmer 

D T 4 Tae ‘ thre Norfolk, Carpen. 
ANI ‘gomas Wit.tam, Sout 0) - 

tor) Norwich Pet Jan 3 rd Jan 2 

pare, 2 Awn1 a, Gia Sau Swansea Pet 

Davizs, Evan, Caio, Carmarthens, Farmer Carmarthen 

Pet Jan 4° Ord Jan 5 


Exuis, Sy Lesurz, Gloucester, Builder Gloucester 
Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 


ary a, | mae Spindle Maker Bolton Pet Jan 

Ord Ji Jan4 

Forse, 1 peevagianny, Cornwall, Fisherman Truro 
Pet Ord Jan 5 


Gee’ Seiaen Tuomas, Gt Yarmouth, Yacht Builder 
Gt Jan3 Ord Jan 3 
. Farmer Kidder- 
Groves, Jony, St ar a Cornwall, Fish Buyer Truro Pet 
H mighty 1b worth, Staffs, Bak: Birmingham 
ENTON, JosePn, Tam s, er 
Hort! Jan ant Ord Jan Jan 4 : ; 2 “ 
OGHTON 1Lu14M Hewry, Burnl rocer Burnley 
H a Des 4 a am Fish ceo Pontypridd 
ORTON, JOHN, 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 
Mvenes, ny, Vs Wroughton, Wilts, Baker Swindon Pet Jan 
J encins DAVID Tynewydd, Glam, Tailor Cardiff Pet Jan 
fads, Somes, Torquay, Builder Exeter Pet Jani Ord 
Jan 
Leeszr, Sonanay, 9 Manchester W: 
Manchester 


Pet Dec 26 Ord Jan5 
Fulking, 


Grocer 
Pet Jan 3 Ora Jan 3 a 
¥ ton, Salop, Haulier Madsley 
‘an 
Friskney, Lincs, Farmer Boston Pet Jan 
New, Joun Wit.14am, Huntington, York York Pet Jan 
N : = : C Woolwich, Upholsterer 
uxn, Cuerstoruer CHAPMAN 
Greenwich Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30° 
noon —: Bryncoch, ar Collier, Cardiff Pet 
Jan3 Ord Jan 3 


Suitn, Inwix, Manningham, Bradford, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Jan 3’ Ord Jan 3 


Newmans, Jossrn Marten 


Mo Tao 
ORE 0 
Pet Jan 5 


Money, Jouy, 
56 Ord J 


Sraynen, , ad Evwasp, Ram: Smackowner Canter- 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 
Wass, ABETH, Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 6 


Oxford 
Wessrer, Josern, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler Roch- 
dale "Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 5 
Wixxinson, ALrrep, aa Seonee Eevenemn, Bradford Brad- 
ford Pet Dec23 Ord Jan 
Wiiiass, Exizasets, a Carmarthen Pet Jan 4 
Ord Jan 4 








Witsox, Tuomas, Penrith, Gardener Carlisle Pet Jan 3 
Ord Jan 3 


London Gasetie.—Toxspay, Jan. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Arxsy, Atsert James, st, Commission Agent 


Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

‘an an 

me - James, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Jan7 Ord 
‘an 

Bysa, Cuartes Wituram, and Rossar Byrxa, 
Worcester, Builders’ ‘Stourbrilge Pet’ Jan 6 Ord 

Cuayp Cuar.es, Bunwell, Norfolk, Builder Norwich 
Pet Jans Ord Jans 


Cuirrexpex, Farpericx Joun, Hove, Sussex, Coachbuilder 
ton PetJan7 OrdJan7 


Cutxrox, Jonx, Craven Arms, Salop, Builder Leominster 
Co Pet Jen oo. Wheelwright 
PNALL, JOHN, , Derbys, Wheelw Derby 
Pet Jan 6 Ord Jané6 
Crompton, cooaee Freperice, Bolton, Tobacconist 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jan 6 
Crowtner, Grorcs Epwa ur Halifax, 





Greengr cer if an7 
Corry, James, Bristol Bristol Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 


Dawson, Cuartes, North Cave, York, General Dealer 
D J che ge = laters. fl High 
sexs, Jony . an 
Court Pet Jan, Ord Jan 6 
nos Se Movuxrtsor, Putney Wandsworth Pet Jan 


Jan5 
Labourer Stockton 


Durry, Peter, Durham, 
Hosnp, Reo eke ve Bride lane, Ludgate circus 
INALD ATTLEE 
Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Jan 7 


Goupstox, ang a some. Islington, Drapsr High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 

Gueey, Ceenaaaee, | Painter Stourbridge Pet 

Jan5 — 

Pastrycook Portsmouth 


@ Jan 5 
ye 
Ord Janu 6 
sie , &. Wimbledon, Undertaker Edmonton 
Pet Dec? Ord Jan 3 
Doncaster, Bottler 


Hacus, Wiss Wheatley, nor 
Sheffield Pet Yan 6 Ord Jan 6 
Haat, Joun Henny Manx, lebone, Coachbuilder’s 


Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Hastixes, Beaumont Eowarp, mall, Builder 
Court Pet Dec 9 A. | Jan 

Heway, Peraarora, Broad st, Golden sq, Tailor 


H — an Toobeig ge, Wilts, Oil and Colour 
ILLARD, TH 
Merchant Bath bet Jon Os Ord Jan'7 
— - Jou», Chariton Glos, Market Gardener 
Tas Ix E ag oo Co, Procedi Cigar Dealers 
‘ae Inptan Euriae , 
Pet Dec 9 BU . 
sy ~*~ weee . 
‘an 
oo eye > Yorks, Farmer Northallerton 
an7 
Joturrs, Herpert, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan 
7 Ord Jan7 


ome + \ sapemeenneteent Leicester Pet Jan 7 
‘an 
Lakeman, James, Tokenhouse 
Court PetNov20 Ord Jan 5 
Mitton, Joan Witiram, Landport, Grocar Portsmouth 
aoc Sate Han, deer Wargo Pe 
‘oorngs, THomas, 
Dec4 Ord Jan6 
Pearsox, Jossrea Woop, Winslow, nr Brom 
fe orcester Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 
Rossins, Joun Rostx, Salop, Hairdresser 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 
Roserrs, James _ rd, Bamboo 
anes a High Court Pet Nov 18 
an 
Sani Witiau Ricearo Suzern, Pi 
“Welter Plymouth Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan ee - 
Savieny,; Eocar Lion ct, Fleet st High 
Court PetJan5 Ord Jan7 
x an eae Haut. Locxygr, Oxford Oxford Pet Jan 
‘an 
ae + Perenapemend High Court Pet Sept 24 Ord 
an 
Tay Water Joux, Seaton, Devon, Builder Exeter 
vy Pet Jan 6 Cok Fans 
iLLIAMs, ALFRED anv, Bargoed, Glam Merthyr 
Pet Jan7 yori dant 


W: , Bens , Xe York Pet Jan8 
~~?) ‘ork, Book Scie an 


High 


, Here- 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apams, Mancaner, Oxford Jan 18 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
Gsores, Slaithwaite, rot eee Jan 19 


Bamrorts, Gores, 
at 11 ‘Off Rec, Jobn William 
Baxgnert, i Gen st ard, Jeweller Jan ® at 11 Off 
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Brxo, Cuantes Wii114m, and Rossrt Brxe, Halesowen, 
Ww Builders | Jan 2) at 11.40 WS Mobberley” 


Solicitor, High st, 8 
Currrexpey, Frepericx Joux, Hove, 8 jussex, Coach -tprcanes 


Jan 18 at3 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion 
10 St Sone t Jani9 
addy ton, Tobacconist Jan 
Crowrues, Gronce Epwarp, and, nr Halifax, 
Greengrocer Jan2latil Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
zs, Evoar A, York bldgs, Adelphi, Editor 
bid, st 


uild a Jan 18 at 


— 
De Beary. 
D Jan 18 a att 11 Bankry 

EEKS, _hagtanrions, 

2.30 Bankruptcy bid 
Evans, be 5 ‘oem, Iie, 1 Watchmaker 

Jan 19 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, row, Chester 
Funrse, Jostan, , Cornwall, erman Jan 20 

at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Garwoop, Cuar.es Tuomas, Gt Yarmouth Jan 22 at 12 

Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Grass, WILLiam, Bedminster, Bristol, qoety Assistant 

Jan 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bald win at, Bristo 
Go.pstox, Faeperick Henry, VM a Jan 19 

at 2.30 Bonn bld ri pal 
Gases. Connexivs, Stourbri Painter Jan 20 at 11.30 


Astley, nr 
wens & Morton, Solicitors, Widdermins 
Gsoves, Jonm, 8t Ives, Cornwall, Fish Buyer Jen 20 at 12 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, Tru 
Hart, Jonx Hewny Manx, Bessichene, go 
Salesman Jan 19at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, eg ey 
eer Pzraanora, Broad st, Golden sq, Tailor an 18 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Sean Epwaxp, Oldham, Nip Jani8 atil Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, O 
Jamas, ALBERT, Cambridge, Dake =~ 19at 10.15 Off 
5, Cury, Cambridge 
Kwient, Joszra Joun, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman Jan 
20 at 11 Law Society’s ‘chmbrs, Atheneum lane, 


Laxemax, James, Parliament hill, Accountant 


Jan 18 at 
bldgs. ge, Carey 
Leaman, James, Torquay, Builder Jan dat 10.45 Off 
13, Bedford circus, Ex 
— way,Southsea, Wholesale Fruiterer Jan 18 at 
Off Rec, Cambridge Jnctn, Portem 
ee 8, Janes Ryurer, —— Glos Jan 19 at 
12 Off Bald 


win cn, Homer 
Mirrix, H, 8 , Hosier Jan 18 at 2.30 Bank- 
ss, 
HOMAS, Al oi il Haulier Jan 19 at 


42, Soha 

ms Devon, Farmer Jan 
20 at 10.30 0D Of Rec, 13, Bedtort eres, Exeter 

Newmay, Josera Manrex, Fulking, Sussex, — Jan 
18ati2 Off 4, Pavilion bid Brighton 

Jou, ge Glam, er Jan 21 atil Off 
29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Reve.t, Envest Ae ey Alrewas, Stafford, Painter Jan 

19 at11 Law Society’s chmbrs, Athenzeum lane, Ply- 


mouth 
Ricwarvs, Harry, Landport, Tobacconist Jan 18 at 3.30 
Rec, Cambri jnctn, ——— 
Riepen, Euizapetu ADLEY, ag A & gee 
e st, Lei 
antl Jan 


Jan 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berri 
Rossixs, a bmg Shrewsbury, 
19 at 11 42, 8t John’s hill, : Dipowebery 
Sansom Raat ICHARD Sueera, Plymouth, Sign 
riter Jan 20 at 10.30 Law Society’s chmbrs, 


Moonz, 


BRIS, 


Atheneum In. 
—_— Epcar Roomesnen, Red Lion ct, Fleet st Jan 19 


Bankru: bh Carey st 
Surru, — radf an i 18 at 11 Off Rec, 31, 


lord 
Surrs, = os, Wenninghess, ~~: ~ ee Jan 19 at 
11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row. 
Srorwarp, Tomas SixpERsoN bya Nottingham, Farmer 
Jan 18 at. Off Rec, Fig Tree lane, 8h 
Tayior, Water Jony, a 
0 ab 10.45, Off Reo, 18 , Bedford circus, Exeter 
Warrrieip, Wit11am Storey, Newcastle on as. am 19 
at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Wiixinsox, Atrazp, and Jossrn Spencer, ord, 
Mineral Water wm rs Jan 18 at 12 Off Ree, 


81, Manor row, 
Wis0n, Bers amin, rate Bookkeeper Jan 24 at 12.15 Off 
Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arxey, Atpert James, Cannon st. commana Agent 
Pet Jan7 Ord J: 

Bapwatrt, Isape.ua, Cardiff, Sowden * cardiff Pet Dec 20 
Ord Jan 6 

— Shoreditch High Court Pet Jan4 Ord 
‘an 

a James, Sheffield Sheffield Fet Jan7 Ord 


Bu Ropert Groroe, erm x Town, Cab Proprietor 
Court Pet Dec 16 


Ord Jan 7 
Br ES eax, and Rosert Brxe, Haleso 
"Worcester Builders ge Pet Jan 5 "Ord 
er seg Bunwell, Norfolk, Builder Norwich 
cuktalian toon rr aes Hove, Coachbuilder 
ERICK E ‘ 
ton Pet Jan7 Sey miss = 


7 Seanen ET] Bolton, Tobacconist Bol- 
ton Pet Jan 6 Ora J 


Dawson nanan Het 


7 
North Cave, York Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 





Dayougs, Taxoport, Brixton High Court Pet Nov 25 
Ord Jan 7 


Deeks, Jonw, Leytonstone, Builder's Foreman High 

Court PetJané Ord Jané6 

Diesy, Huan Movustsoy, Putney Wandsworth Pet Jan 
5 Ord Jan5 

Durryr, Peres, 5 Labourer Stockton on Tees 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan5 

Gotpsrox, Faepraick Hewry, Islington, Draper High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Green, Corwe.ivs, Stourbridge, Painter Stourbridge 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Greevsavm, Max sanayen, Pastrycook Portsmouth 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 

Haove, Witi1am, - ley, = Donca ster, Bottler 
Sh 4 Pet Jané Ord Jan 

Hewry, Perrzaroya, Broad st, Golden sq, Tailor High 
Court Pet Jan6é Ord Jan 6 

Hitvarp, Taeorai.vs, Trowbrid 5 o and Colour Mer- 
chant Bath PetJan7 O 

Hotper, Jouy, Chariton ae Gon, Market Gardener 
Cheltenham Pet Jan5 Ord Ji 

James, Atsert, Sawston, Gututtes, Baker 
bridge Pet Jané6é Ord Jan 6 

Jounsow, Ropert, _ Yorks, Farmer Northallerton 
Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 

Jouurre, Heesert, Sheftield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan 
7 Ord Jan7 

Kevsa.i, Groner, iguphewagh, Bookbinder Leicester 
Pet Jan7 Ord J 

we Se Beaiinater, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet 
ovs 

—_—, Joun, Gloucester rd, Draper High Court Pet 
Dec 16 Ord Jan 

Mutox, ee... Wream, Landport, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet Jané Ord Ji 

Panton, Joserx Woon, Winslow, Hereford, Farmer 
Worcester Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan8 . 

Rossixs, Josw Rosix, Shrewsbury, fam Hairdresser 
Shrewsbury Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 

Rewomax, Jonx Fretay, Gt — Bedford row, 
Journalist High Court Pet Nov5 Jan7 

Sansom, Witt1am Ricuarp Renece,  Hymout, Sign 


Writer Plymouth Pet Jan an 

Taytorn, Watrer Jous, Seaton, Devons, Builder Exeter 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jané6 

Wirurams, Atrrep Ep warp, Bangeet, Glam Merthyr 
Tydfil PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

Witsox, Bewsauiy, York, Book keeper York Pet Jan 8 
Ord Jan 8 

Warieut, Auics, N m causeway, Mantle Dealer 
High Court Pa Dee Ord Jan 5 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 4: 


Draper 


Cam- 


Farpericx, Featherstone, 
ey Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec3l 


Pecxetr, Yorks, 
Barnsl 





All letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticate 
by the name of the writer. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, im wrapper, 
268. ; by Post, 28s. Soxitorrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty ts experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, i is requested that 
baer: be made direct to the Publisher. 





{}REEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £160 
per annum, secured u; a aee substantial and com- 
manding modern . 6, High-street, 
an unequalled in the p Py ay of © 
and t 


The lease ae oe tion for a term of 99 
years from the 24th June, 1893. are in the 
occupation ie, The Groydon 
ewe (Limited). Price, 35 coer pe 
— 


‘ee Tavern Com- 


—Apply, Hoox sr 
PATENTS ont TRADE-MARKS. 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO., 


322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverroot, Mancuesrzs, and Bramincuan), 


tomo ia an Fonaes OLLGATORS it 
PATENT matters. 


Representatives in all Capitals. 





WHY WOMEN ARE ATTRACTIVE, 
BO ty woman attractive and another not ! > 
a oe of age, or features, or ry 
most admirabl le ive thing about atten tty ; 
=a i her ang om zy. simires 
oman, oben must have health, of 
—_ Y without it she would lose the brightress of 
eres, the fulness of her cheeks, and her vivacity. 
all these things, but health means more than 
le, nervous, and weak, a wo 
omen who are pale and wan she 
and tonics, except by the advice 
ualified medical man. They should try 
and wn > Ba their eee by the 
no Vi-Cocoa. And 
rosy Cheah and peo Mo Sag may 3 Sttained. Surely ¢ 
eS nates than the thany and nasty path pa 
wi 


Nurse otson, g 
writes: “I have tried Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and like 
I shall have much pleasure in recommendi 
it to my watienta.” 
Miss 8. Percival, Post Office, , Buren, writes :—‘ I do not 
think any other can equal My father has been 
ordivary cocoa, but I iok Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa ; 
better. I will ¢ tell my friends-of your Vi-Cocoa.” ; 
Mrs. King, Linden , Wimbledon Hill, Surn 
writes :—‘I think Dr. Tib! es Vi-Cocoa is delicious, 
quite fulfils all said about it. 
Mrs. Budden, Bradwardine, Bournemouth, writes :— 
am pleased with Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and lil bo it enol 
cntialy use it in future. 
Merit, and merit alone, is what we claim for Dr. hi 
Vi-Cocoa, and we are p to send to any reader who 
names the Souicrrons’ Pi00 RNAL@ a 7+ — of re 
Tibbles? Vi-Cocoa free and There i 
in all this. It is a plain, honest, ightforward < 
It is done to introduce the merits of Vi 
home. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, as a concen’ reat S 
nourishment and vitality, is ay Fe on nay, more t 
Sp pt-pt eT exertion, 
e wi endurance and more s e 
it is ShontShely tndtepansabie, 
Dr. Lape of Vi-Cocoa can be ubtained from all ch 
and stores, or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limi 
61, and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E.C. Write for : 


Alexander Hotel, St. Leonard’s 


ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, AILME 
M8 A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent 0 
86, Chancery-lane, m, W.C. be 
‘ained and "ellected in all parte of 
World. itions conducted. Opinions and & 
as to novelty. 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL iysvrance come 
umtrep, FIRE. 
Established 1908. 
1, Old Boend-ctnet, E.C., se 8.W., and 


Subscribed £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000, 
Tonal Funds Funds over £1,500,000. * 


E. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. ’ 


"JFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. — 
Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 
Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased, 
T. ROBINSON, A 
Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland, — 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, © 
LIMITED a 


(Estastisuzp 18238), 
Property, Life ant e 
Money upon these Securities 
ae ecetase and Deventare Capital, £613,725. 
7, KING’S ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, EO. 


EDE AND SON, 


com eb 


BY SPEOIAL APPOINTMENT : 
To ™ jada Bench, Grporetion of the Y= 

















ROBES FOR women: COUNSEL AND mae 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Sg Gowns for Registrars, 
and Clerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robe, University and Clergy G 
ESTABLISHED 1689. ee 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOR, 


a 


Law W 








ETY, 


ersona 


ie of the 





